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Preface

This book is designed 1o show thal the King's Gamiit is a formidable
opening, giving White as gond chances of advantage as the Ruy Lopee,

Vikwor Korchnoi of Leningrad won the USSR Championship in 1960,
1962, 1965 and 1970, and has participated in four World Champianship
Candidates: 1962, 1968, 1971 and 1974, He played maiches against
Karpov for the world title in 1978 and 1981,

Vladimir Zak, also of Leningrad, is a leading Soviet trainer. Perhaps
the most notable of the juniors to have been under his guidance was
Boris Spassky.

Philip Booth, well known for his work on several other Batsford books,
translated the material and checked it against King's Gampbit by Trevar
Hay and Kénigrgambit by Edwin Bhend.

We arc grateful to Tim Harding for supplying the material on which
we have based variation D of Chapter 15,

The editors have tried 1o make the relerences more precise, now a
standard Batsford procedure, as is the augmentation of material by the
inclusion of some complete games. We have also found i1 necessary to
piy more attention to move-order in some lines,

Kevin J. O"Cannell
Robert G. Wade
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Introduction

The King's Gambit is one of the most ancient openings and an opening
which leads to a sharp struggle from the very first maoves,

Whereas in the Ruy Lopez White lays siege to Black’s e-pawn on g5
slowly, over a large number of moves, in the King's Gambit White begins
to storm Black’s central pawn right away with his second maove, withouwt
regard for the resultant weaknesses ar for the forced material sacrifices,
which are sometimes quite considerable.

The King's Gambit was especially popular in the last century, The
outstanding masters, who used the King's Gambit in their most important
encounters, set themselves the basic aim of obtaining an attack against
the enemy king and, in the first place, an attack on 7. And to this end,
caring little about the means they used, they would clear away all the
obstacles on the f-file,

These imrted strategic aims could not apparently satisfy the 1astes of
numerous talented players who made their appearance at the end of the
nineteenth and at the beginning of the twentieth century, and so the
King's Gambit became a rare guest at international tournaments,

Nowadays, as a result of the efforts of many theoreticians, including the
grandmasters Keres, Bronstein and in particular ex-World Champion
Baoris Spassky, the King's Gambit has begun to be resurrected. but this
time on a completely different basis,

Without discarding the idea of building up a rapid attack against the
enemy king, but also withaul showing any reluctance to transpose into
the better endgame, they have updated a whole series of vanztions and
transformed the King's Gambit into a totally modern opening. The
games played by these grandmasters and by a number of other players in
recent years show that, because of the poor knowledge of the theory of
the King's Gambit, the probability of White's obtaining an opening
advantage is very great,



In the present hook the authers have tried 1o draw topether the
material available at present, so that lovers of the King's Gambit may
have the apporiunity to study all the most fashionahle svstems of this
interesting opening.

It remains to be said that many old vanations and pieces of analysis
have been improved upon hy the anthors, and consequently the
assessment ol them 15 in 2 number of cases different from the usual

King’s Knight's Gambit:
Introductory Remarks

1 ed 5214 ef 3 &M, This is White's most natural third move, preparing
lo seize the centre and repelling the threat of an unpleasant check on h4d.
In reply to it Black has several methods of defence at his disposal and
these can be divided into two groups that differ fundamentally from each
other,

The first group (Chapter 1-T) consists of the old variations in which
Black defends his pawn on 4 by 3 .., g5. In the second group (Chapters
8-12)are the more modern variations where Black avoids weakening his
position by this pawn advance and strives for a counterattack by bringing
his pieces oul as quickly as possible,

The analysis we shall present in this book reveals that the populanity
over the last fifty or sixty years of this second method of play seems 1o
have been due to insufficiently accurate play by White, since in all the
varigtions of this second group White's chances of obtaining an
advantage out of the opening are by no means fewer than in any other
opening. His task appears considerably more difficult, however, when
Black chooses the old method of play of the first group.



1 The Kieseritsky Gambit

1 o4 &5
1 “4 ef
1 2 g5
4 M gd
£ SeS(l)

This move appears (o be the
strongest in this position and of-
fers White changes of obtaining a
shght advantage. Detailed analyses
of the possible continuations were
published by Kieseritsky more
than a hundred yeirs ago

Black has a large choice amongst
the following:

A S .. We?
BS.. &
C5.. &e?
Ds.. ds

ES_. agh
F & ._ &nvfé
GS.. d&

H5.. ke

A

- A w7

Aswith B, C and D, this leads to

a clear advantage for White.
6 dd!

Weaker is 6 Tingd 15 7 @f2 fe
B Whi+ &dR 9 WS ! 10 de fe
11 Ted fhé and Black stands
better, or 10 figd ed+ 1] Sxd2 db
12 Wxfd hS and 13 ... §ihé,

B ds!

Not so good is 6 ... 15 7 fed!
@fs B &3 db 9 A0+ dE 10
Axfa &hd7 11 &bl ek 12 &7
Egk 13 &gs Hg7 14 Deb with
advantage to White (Cozio 1766).



2 The Kieseritsky Gambit

T &xpd fs
To White's advantage is 7 ...
Waedt 5 We? 59 &xf1 #elt
10 fixe? fxc2 11 &3, e 11 ...
¢6 12 &l or 11 ... &f5 12 £HdS
Aazd 13 dxed Dad 14 (-0 e,
8 &n &@if6
9 dxfd4 Dized
On9 ... fc 10 d5! is unpleasant
for Black.
10 Whs+  &d
11 de2 06 12 W3 Seb 13 c3
with queen-side castling to follow.

R

5 s &b

6 di!

Rad are:

a) 6 Sixe6 dec 7 d4 &6 § 5 &hS.
b) 6 dixgd dF 7 ed e+ B de?
fdd 9 &f?7 £f5 10 d3 000
Neumann-Bergell, 1872.

& e Fines
T de dé
8 &xfd We7

Or8 ... 279 8¢l de 10 WxdB+
wxdd 11 0-0-0 £d7 12 Led with
advantag: to White (Bilguer 1916).

0 e Waed+
10 ®e2 Wxelt 11 dine? &xdo 12
&xdé ed 13 ©c3 and Black has a
difficult position (Collijn 1921).

C
L, R Re7
6 dicd
Weaker are;
a) 6 Wxpd d6 7 W7 dxhdt+ 8 &dl
de 9 WxhB Rpd+ 10 Le2 Wed' 11
Bl Hicb 12 Hxhd Fze2+ 13

§ixe? Wxp? 14 d3 13 witha strong
attack for Black (Bilguer 1880).
by 6 &:xgd d3 7 ed Hxhdt+ § A02
Sod4 9 dnd? Wxd 5 with advantage
to Black (Bilguer 1880),
[ — Sahd+

7 %1 d58 £xd5Dh69dé &g510
ficich |1 &bl 16 12 £id3 Wxd4d
13 &xfd4 £xfl 14 Bxid Wxdl+ 15
Txdl &7 16 Heg6 Ep8 17 Hxh7
and White wins {Bilguer 1880).

D
5 e
6 d4!
Inferior are:
a) 6 ed We7 7 We2 £f6 8 d4 ©1h5
9 &d3 15 10 WxeT+ &xe? 11
Bixfd &gl
L) 6 &uxgd de 7 002 &6 8 D3
459 We2 fc5 10 &ixed 0-0 etc.
6 ... aife
7 A&xf4 _
After Ted Wxds 8 &icd &b4 9
&f2! Hed+ play becomes level.
In this line Black can also play
T ... &g7. A game Balashov-
Tseshkovsky, USSR 1974, con-
tinued 8 fxfd fixds 0 Wd2 Hice
10 &b5 0-0 11 &xc6 be 12 &hé
and now 12 .. f6would have led 1o
Elack's advantagz.

ds

T LI B E.M
8 dadz!
The text move was recommended

by Carc. Whit= will get no
advantage from 8 &d3 &d46 90-0
¥xhd 10 &xed de 11 g3 Whs 12
£1c3 75 13 8d5 0D 14 SHixpd Wixgd
15 Wxpd fg 16 &xdb cd 17 £eT+

Zg7 18 HxfR xR 19 Swek with
an equal game according to Bil-
guer, 1914,
B ... ixd2
9 Wxd2 adb
10 0-4-0 SLeh
11 &d3 &ad7
1l ..f612 BEdel! fxeS(orl2...
de 13 & xc5 &d7 14 &xhB BWxhE 15
Who) 13 &xe5 &d7 14 fxit Wxi6
15 Zhfl Wg? 16 HExed! wins for
White.
12 Hdel Gynes
13 Rxes R xe5
14 Hre5 Wd7 15 Wgs! We? 16 415
Wxg5+ 17hg and White wins back
the pawn with the better endgame
(Keres)

E
8  aw ReT!

This idea of Louis Panlsen is
the strongest choice. Black avoids
set-ups which are favourable to
Whilte.

6 a4

White cannot count on any
adventage from 6 &xpd d5;

a) 7T We2?de § Wxcdt+ WeT O 2
&f5 10 WxeT+ &ixcT and although
material was level Black was con-
siderably ahead in development
in Gheorghiu-Kavalek, Bucharest
1966,

b) 7 W3 Hic68 GbS SigeT 0 Wkid
Sixpd (also possible is 9 ... @)
is completely unsatisfactory for
White. as is

c) 7ed WeT+, or

d) T &2 de § Fiacd We? 9 We2

The Kieseritsky Gambir 3

fich [0 o3 &k 11 S1gs &5 1244
dgd.

¢) 7 dd! and now

el}) 7. Gxpd? B Wrpd @xdd 0
&ic3 with an attack (Keres).

€l) 7. de B sxfd Widd 9 Weda
fxd4 10 c3 fxgd 11 cd &ich 12
Lb5 0-0-0 13 &xchbe 140016/ 15
Eed 5 lod el als 17 B2 &wds 18
&yxd3 ed 19 Hel with a probable
draw (Levenfish).

El 6.. d6

El 6... &f6

El
6 ... dé
7 &Gupd

It iz doubtful whetker Cordel’s
piece sacrifice, 7 @uwf7? &xi7
(Pillsbury-Marco, Vierna [903) is
adequate: § Scd+ del 9 Sxfd
W6 10 &e3 and now, instead of
10 ... &e7, 10 ... Ke6! deserves
altention.

7 &icd (Hebden-Hawksworth,
London 1985)alsu proved unsatis-
factory after 7 .. &f6 § f&xfd
Hixed 9 Hbd2 WI6! 10 gl fzd2
11 $Wad2 Wxd4.

i Sixpgd
8 Wxpd &xdd
9 c3 Aes

10 f&xfd4 &fe

MNow it is Black who gains
control of the &5 square.

In Lutikov-Furman, 26tk USSR
Ch, Tiflis 1959, White obtained
the better ending after 10 ... sxfd
11 Wi Wi6 12 g3 &d7 13 £42
Wnld 14 gl



4 The Kieserigsky Gambit

iL Wn Ebd7
2 g3 el
13 242

With weaknesses in the positions
of batn sides, there is good reason
‘for considering the chances to be
cqual.

El
6 ... LA 1]

Paulsen’s methoc. In this posit:on
- which can be reached by trans-
position after 5 ... ©f66 dé &7 -
White can secure a good game.

Ell 7 $ixg4
E12 7 dcd
El3 T &3
Ell
7 Expd Gixed
B dxfd 0-0!
This move is considerably stronger

than § ... We7. After the latter
move a game between Charnusek
and Burn, Cologne 1898, continued
9 Wel &xdd 10 c3 &g7 |1 Bed
Wes 12 g3 0-0 13 &h3 5 14 0-0
with better chances for White.
9 &l Hed
In ECO Korchnoi gives the
pretty line 9 ... d5 10 &e3 Hic6 11
Sicxdd &xdd 12 Bxc? Rxed 13
Wxds &2+ winning for Black.
10 &e d5
11 Hods  Dgd
12 &xc? Hxed+
13 < &ixhl+
14 dxeld Sued
Winning for Black. Analysis by
Glaskov.

E22
7 fKed
This move is rightly condemned
b¥ theory.
7 ds

Although this move i considered
the best retort, 7 ... 0-0 is also
possible. After 8 &ic? Black has
1wo possibilities:

a) 8 ... WeT (Hirschbach) is risky
because of 9 &xf4 d5 10 &xfT!
(Lange}).

b) But better is 8 ... d6 9 @&xf7
Huf7 10 fixf74+ &xf7 11 &xi4
Wer 12 Wdl (also leading to
unclear play is the immediate 12
0-0 dbg® 13 Wd3 &c6 14 des Web
15 WA+ $h8 16 Hael — Bilguer
1880 - 16 ... &h5! and now 17 d5
&e5 18 WxcT hd 19 LeT? does not
wiark hecause af 19 &f3-+1) 12
&f5 (otherwise 13 0-0-0) 13 0-0
fixed 14 Wed+ d5 15 Wh3 &gt 16
Wixh7 Wes when Black's position
is preferable,

8 ed aihs ()

This move (considered strongest
by Paulsen) leads to complicated
play with chauces for both sides.

Simpler are;

a) 8 ... 0-09 dxfd &Hixd5 10 Kxd5
WxdS5 11 005123 {weakeriz 12
§1c3 Wxdd+ 13 Wxdd cd 14 &dS5
£ch 15 Dixed be 16 De7+ Fhi 17
Hixet £b7 with the better game
for Black, Steimtz-Blackburne,
3rd match game, Loadon 1876)
12 . cd 12 Sixpd Web 14 82 Whe
15 c4 Reb with equal chances,
Steinitz-Zukertort, 4th natch game,

London 1872,

2) & ... &ixdS 9 Hixpd 00 10 c3
Hek+ 11 &fl and Black’s position
is preferable.

- FY

e
EIZL 9 &ic3
F121 9 o-0

On 9 &xf4 Hixf4 10 0-0 Hige 11
&xf7 Wih4 12 Welt+ WeT 13
&xh8 there is Schlechter's 13 ...
Wxe2 14 dxe? dxdet followed
by .. &xh8 and Black stands
better.

E221
el 0-0
10 &l c5
11 &Huixf41?
There are two alternatives:
a) Bilguer recommends 11 &xf4
ed 12 Wd2) SHixfd |3 Wxid W7 14
&ich Wxfd |5 HeT+ &hi 16 Hxfd
with a slight advantage toc White.
Keres suggests 11 ... &idT as an
improvement.
bl 11 ¢3 cd 12 cd &wdf with
advantage for Black is Steinitz-
Zakertort, Vicnna 1882,
11 St g3
12 &b Ji xeb
12 ... fe,asin Sankovsky-Heuer,
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Tallinn 1970, should also be
considered. After 13 de &h& 14
kg5 Was+ 15 Wd2 Wxd2+ 16
Hxd? @xhl 17 Oxhl White went
on to win, Instead of 16 ... &ixhl,
16 ... &ed4+ (Keres) is a better
way of testing Whitce’s sacrifice,

13 de fixhl

14  ¥xpd Wxdd
15 ef+ &hE |6 Wadd ed 17 414,
Now, not 17 ... @6 (Blackburne-
Paulsen, Vienna 1873} 18 &ixcsbe
18 dpe?! {Glaskov), but 17 .., Bck!
(Keres).

F2121
9 &0 Wxh4
10 Wel Wiel
11 Exel 0-0
12 &iel

Considerably stronger than the
old 12 ¢? HeR 13 Fad Hd7 14
&d3 Bxel+ 15 &ixel &b616 £b3
Af5 17 &€b5 Hed (Leonhardt),

The threat is 13 §ibS,

12 ... &id?

On 12 .., cf there might follow

13 &b5 &d7 14 Hic7 EbR 15 d6

(Glaskov),
13 &5 ch
14 &w? cd
15 &xd5

Reiter than 15 Sixai?, R Byme-

Keres, USA v USSR, 1955.

15 e HbE

16 3
with the unpleasant threat of 17
@xI7 (Glaskov). It is not easy to
meet the threat:
4] 16 ... &ixeS 17 de HhR 18 442



6 The Kieseriisky Gambit

&5 19 ¢4 with the further 20 &b4
and 21 &dh; or even simply 18 b3
wiih the same .dea.

b 16 ... $4dfé when the attack on
7 brings White nothing:

bli17 &b3? 415 18 &7 HExf7 |9
He7 &ph with a clear advantage
to Black.

b2} But simply 17 &1d3 wins back
the pawn with good prospects in
the endgame.

¢) 16 ... RxeS! (Keres) 17 dz &1c5
when it is up to White Lo prove
th.at his space advantage is worth
a pawn. &

E23
7 &

A very playable continuation.
Recommended by Petroff, it gives
White an excellent game.

Ty 6

Worse 8 7 ... d57 when in
Lutikov—Shakh-Zade, Tashkent
1950, there followed 8 f&xfd
vged 9 Byxed de 10 Ked 0-0 11 c3
&nd7 12 &7 Haf7 13 Axf+
Euf7 14 Wb3+ el 15 0-0-0 &6
16 d5 17 17 db+ feb 18 de eic.

8 &Hdd

Incorrec: is the sacrifice 8 &xf7
a7 9 Mod+ d5! 10 &xd3 Hxd5
11 £xd5+ eB 12 £xfdc6 13 &b
Widd4 14 We2 L8 (Bilguer 1916)
13 c3 Wcs,

B wa 0-0

After 8 ... &h5 (Paulsen) Euwe
recommends 9 $Hixi4 Hgd 10 Bhl
0-0 11 e Dxe2 12 Hicxel {513
c3 fe 14 Wb3+ with advantage to

White.
9 &
Not 9 2xid4 Sict 10 D2 Hh3
11 &gff6 12 deld &gl 13 Eh2 (5
with the better pame for Black

{Leventish).
; S &ixed
10 Gixed Hed
I &2 Hxed
12 3 W6

| Black is preparing an exchange
* sacrifice. If he retreats his 1ok
White will get a strong attack.

13 g3 Shé

14 &dl Axfd

15 &xf4 Hxfd+

16 gf Wxid+ (3)

In this position it used o be
assumed that Whitz stood worse
because Bilguer's (1880) 17 &gl?
is answered by 17 ... b5, Rubinstein
however, found the following line
for White.

17 e g3
18 Wd2!

and now:

a) 18 ... W+ 19 &dl g2 20 WesS+
and 21 Hel.
b) 18 .. &gd+ 19 Sl g2 20 Wxgl

&g 2l Ae? BEed 22 Ef1 with the
exchznge of queens.
White's advantage is indisputable

im both variations,

F
B s L4311 9

The so-called Berlin Defence is,
along with the Paulsen Defence
(5 ... &g7), one of the most reliable
defences in the Kieseritsky Gambit,
F1 & @Oxgd
F1 nd4
F3 6 fcd

F1
6 ‘Dxpd Sixed!
Weaakeris 6...d5 7 &ixfa+ Ealo
B We2 £d6 9 &c3 with a good
game for White,
T Wl
Or 7 d} &gl & Qxf4 £1xh] 9
We2+ W7 10 Dfe+ 48 11
AxcT+ dxcT 12 Bd5+ &dB 13
&xe7 dxe7 and Black has more
than enough compensation forthe
queen, Morphy-Anderssen, 13th
match game, Paris 1838,

T oma We?
B &l gl
9 Wel+

No berner is 9 &id5 Gxe2 10
Sxe7 &3 11 Hd5 Bxhl 12
Sxc7+ &dR 13 Hixak Rg7 with
advaniage (0 Black (Cordel).

. S S xe7
10 Hh2

Or 10 Zgl &c511 B2 £t 12
8d5 0-0 13 Hixc7 Db 14 §d3d5
(Leanhardt),

The Kieseritsky Gambit 7

10 R ds

11 &5 ch
12 d4 &5 13 &3 &d6. Black
stands better (Bilgucr 1880).

F2
6 dd dé
For 6 .. &g7 s=e E2,
T &dld

T &wxf1? laooks dubious: 7 .
FxfT8 &xf4(B &cd+d59ed £d6)
8. Rg79 Hcd4+d5 10 ed Hekt
{Leonhardt 1908),

T oot Sixed
8 dixfd
And now:

FI1 § .. &g7

F2z 8 ... We7

F1
g ... g7
O el

Better 9 c3 0-0 10 £d2 Hek 11
Gixed Hxed+ 12 <0f2 W5 13 p3
4h6 14 Wd2 (dangerous is the
immediate 14 g2 Exfd+ 13 gf
dxfd) followed by 15 &p? when
White's chances are at least no
worse than Black’s,

. IR Hixed
10 be c5
11 &e2 cd
12 D Sved

Bad for Black are:
a) 12 ... Wxhd 13 g3l
bl 12 ...dc 13 Exgd fdd+ 14 &2,
c)12..h513 kg5 f6 14 2421515
hgs AT6 16 Hif4l,
13 dgd 0-0
14 RxcB Exc8
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15 Egd ]
Fischer considers the immezdiate
15 ... ®hB stronger, giving Black
the: Lelicr chances.
16 #gd dc
17 Eael wd7
Better than 17 ... &h8) Spassky-
Fischer, Mar del Plata 1960, Editor's
nete: This memorable game con-
cluded: 18 &hl Hgd 19 dxdb 4R
20 feS+ Exe52] Wxed+ Hg7 12
Hxf5 Wxhd+ 23 gl Wed (27 ..
Welf) 24 B2 £¢725 Hed W5 26
Wdd4! EfE! (26 ... RIB) 27 Hei!
Bds 28 Wed Whd 29 T4 1-0.
18 &xdé fe8
with a betier game for Black.

F2i

B uew We7
2 el
Mot the only reply. Also perfectly
playable is 9 Rel.
L S 2g?
10 c3¢4)

FZi1 10 ...hS
Fii2 10 ... &f5
Also:

a) 10 .. %ch 11 Hd2 &Hxd2 12

Fad? Wxcll 13 £2c2 hS 14 Eac
and White has secured some
advantage, Schmidt-Bzgchinsky,
Prapue 1943,

by 10 ... &d7 1l g3 &di6 12 &g2
when White has a good game.

F211
w ... hS
11 &Hdl
On 11 g37 Keres has improved
on Philidor's 11 ... d5 with 11 ..
SLhb.
n ... fixd2
White's position is better after
a) 11 ... d5 12 &ixedde 13 &e5, or
by11...f512 Rg5 &xg513 Wre?+
xeT 14 hg (Keres).

12 &xd2
Worth considering is 12 $xe7+7.
12 - Wxelt

13 fixe2 &ich
After 13 ... &5 14 Ehfl £d7 15
Evbd 56 16 b5+ 24717 Hael+
&d8 18 &g5 White got a strong
attack in Stolz-Samisch, Swine-
miinde [932,
14 Eael Seb
The chances are equal.

22
1m ... &rs
11 5Hd2 &ixd2
Cher=misin-Neishtadt, Moscow
1958, went 11 ... &cé 12 0-0-0 0-0-0
and now, instead of 13 Hixed
Wxed 14 Wxed R xed 15 hS &d5,
White could have had o very
promising position by means of
13 &4,

12 Wne7+  bweT
13 dynd2 el
14 g3
In Keres' opinion, White has
sufficient compersation for the
pawn.

F3
6 Scd

This move, which was very
popular in the last century, is
nowadays cousidered inferior to
6 dd.

6 ... ds

The text was introduced by
Staunton. Unsatisfactory is 6 ...
We7? (Philidor) 7 d4 d6 and now:
al 8 HxI7? Weed+ 0 Bf2 45,
b) 8 LxI7+ &d8 9 @ xi4 de 10 de+
£d7.
hi) 11 457 SxdS {Rilguer 1830)
12 &pS5 &cB 13 &xe? &xe7 14
el @bed 15 @ds £ixed with an
an unaclear position, Gruzman-
Shekhtman, Leningrad [967.
b2y 11 &b3! is consideradly
stromger, e.g. |1 .. Wb4+ 12 5d2
Gixed 13¢3 Sxed 14 Lg5+ 4715
be W3 16 AxeT+ with a strong
attack.

T ed Sds (5)
Fi1 8 0-0m
Fi2 8 d4
Fn
8 007
‘This, the Rice Gambit, is dubious.
R B xeS
9 EHel WeT

Also possible is 9 ... 218,

The Kieseriisky Gambit 9

10 3 Fhs!
After 10 ... WeS+T 11 dd Wrxcd
12 &33! Wa6 13 HxeS5+ and 14
Sxf4 White gets a strong attack.
11 d4 d7
12 de
White has an unsatisfactory
position after |2 Wxgd £1df6! (but
not 12 ... xdd+ 17 &fl &gi+ 14
Wizl fg 15 od with sharp play) 13
We2 Higd 14 Wxe5 &xe5 15 Hxes
Hes 16 40d2 &h3 17 411 Hd¥ 18
Hxe7+ doxeT 19 &2 Sgd 20 £cd
&f6! 21 &f3 @xf} 22 gf Alapin-
Burn, Bammen 1905, and pow
instead of 22 ... &h57 Black could
have got an advantage with 22 ..
Fixd5,

B2 i Dixes
13 b3 0-0!
14 fLal Dfi+
15 gf Wxhd
6 Hes afs

Black can force a draw at this
point if he wishes by 16 ... Wi+
efc.

17 &2 Weit
18 &fl h2
19 &xf3 g3



10 The Kieseritsky Gambit

20 HcS g1+
2l &el glW+
Here too after 2] ... Whd+ 22

&=z &git+ 23 &i2 fedt Black
can take perpctual check,

22 axgl Wxglt+

23 4n Hp3
with unclear play. Analysis by
Capablanca, Burn and Ed. Lasker.

Fil

8 d4
F3l1 8 __ -0
F3l2 8 .. ©hS!

Fall ~
§ s 0-0
9 00
The weaker 9 &xf47 was played

in Pillsbury-Chigorin, Vienna 1903,
which continued 9 ... %305 10 g3 f6
11 &d3 Hiagd 12 &xpgd £xg3+ 13
&fl Wes.

g .. £ihS

10 Hxgd

A mistake would be 10 &xfd?

Huxf4 11 Exfd {6 12 Hagd+ Shi!

{Levenfish).
i ... Wxhd
11 &k &g

Stronger than Bilguer's (1916)
recommendation of 11 ... HeB 12
&3 W6 13 Hc3 Apd 14 el A7
15c3 &gl 16 Dxg3 ig17 Kgh K3
18 &xf6 dxdl 19 Zaxdl &wxfe 20
Hafc He? with a level game.

12 EHel &d7
13 £d2 &6 14 Sdf3 Whe! with
the threat of 15 ... Bgd giving the
advantage to Black.

F311
g ... Hihs!

Thas (Staunton's idea) isconsidered

the strongest.
2 0-0

Instead:
a)9 &3 &gl i hardly good for
White; he is obliged to play 10
&xf4 Tixhl 11 g3 with some
attacking chances, since after 10
Egl Wxh4 he still suffers material
losses, whilst 10 Eh2? looks quile
hopeless.
b} Incorrect is the sacrifice 9
Safd Sald 10 0-0 £ugh 11 Bxl?
Wahd 12 Sixd6+ cd and Black will
transfer his king to c7.
<) 9 Bxgd? lost very rapidly in
Knstianssen-Kolarev, Havana 0l
1966: 9 ... g3 10 Eh2 W7+ 11 &2
hs ¢ 1.
d) 9 &b5+ c6 10 dc be 11 &ixeh
Biye6 12 @xcht ¥ 13 Rxa¥
fig? with advantage to Black,
Rosanes-Anderssen, Bresiau 1863,

¥ v Wxh4
10 ‘Wel Wxel
11 Hxel 0-0
12 ads

Mot allowing the black queer’s
bishop onto f5 and preparing
ihic advance c4.

IZ s Hel
13 &d2

The immediate 13 c4? does not
work because of 13 ... f6 14 &f3
Hrel+ 15 fixel ci! (Keres).

13 ... fis
14 &DHcd
The position is equal.

. R dé
6 Eixpd
Incorrect i the knight sacrifice

6@xfT? SxfT 7 fcd+ el E d4
Ah6 9 Gic3 $eT 10 Wd3 o6 with
sdvantage to Black, Schlechter-
Maroczy, Vienna 1903.

6 ... h3
g} On 6 ... f6 White has two
alternatives:
al) 7 Eodet+ Wxfo B HcichH (8 ...
Leb looks a betier 1ry) 9 &e2!?
{less clearis 9d4 EgB!and White's
development is hindered. 10 Wd3
is answered by 10 ... Hgd) 9 ..
Hp8 10 &3 &h6 11 d4 &ab(with
the manceuvre ... Hiel-26 in mind
and preventing 12 Wd3) (2 e5! de
13 ed We7 14 -0 with a good
attacking position.
a2) 7 &1 HeR 8 d4 £h6 9 Hc3
WeT 10 &ud3 wpd (10... @xed? 11
&d5) 11 Re2 &xe2 12 Wxe2 Qich
13 &xf47(better 13 Sixfdor 13e5)
13 .. &ixdd 14 W2 (4)

14 .. Bixed! 15 Hixed Waed+ 16
Wdl (16 &f1 &xc2! 17 Wxc2
Exgl! 18 Wg2 Wxd3+ is better

The Kieseritsky Gambit 11

for Black) 16 ... 0-0-0 17 L£xhé
Hxg? 18 Wf] &ixc? 19 Hel Wad+
(-1, Planinc-Korchnoi, Moscow
1975
b) 6 ... &e? 7 d4 d@xhd+ B &2
W3S 9 §ic3 @fo 10 W Lgd 1]
£d2 & 17 &b5 £d47 13 dxch
bc 14 0-D-0 D-0-0 Steinitz-Green,
Lundon 1864, and now 15 $ih3
is better for White.
7 &n (273

Bad is 7 .. Re7 & d4 fahd 9

Axf4 (Levenfish).

because ol the weakness of Black s
pawn on f4, the defence of which
will be extremely difficult.

0 &e2

This foresialls the immediate
invasion of the black pieces and
prepares the way for pressure to
be put on the weak f-pawn.

The old mapuals uvsed to
recommend 9 &e3 Dgd 10 W3
el 11 fxed fe 12 &fdl Red 13
Wg3 #1M6 14 €5 de 15 &dd with
advantage to White.

However, as Keres has pointed
out, after 14 . S 15 Wxld &xfd
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White cannot even achieve eguality.
B ey Sich
10 &3 ogd
Otherwise 11 #d3, 12 £d2 and
13 0-0-0.
11 &xgd Sxgd
OrLl.. hg 12 £d5 g5 132
suggested by Keres in ananalogous
position.
12 Wdl
Black can do nothing to prevent
11 &dz, &c2 and 0-0-0.

H
- % hs
This wvanation, bearing the
wondrous name of “The Long Whp',
does not give Black full equality.
6 ded Eh7
This s the idea behind Black's
last move.
On 6 ... &0 there might follow
7 dd d6 & &1d? and Black i5 unable
to defend his pawn on f4. Pecv-
Antanasov, Bulgana 1954, continued
8..139 g gf 10 W3 dpd 1] W12
Wd7 12 Bed cb 13 4gs Hab 14
dd2 Rp? 15 Eall 0-0 16 Wed,
with an overwhelming advaniage
for White.
7 4 dé (8)
After other continuations White's
altack om 7 can have a decisive
influence on the outcome of the
game, £.2.:
a) T .. kb6 B &c3 &ich 9 Qixi7?
HExI7 10 Ex7+ &7 11 fxid
Lxra 12 0-0 Waha 13 HExfd+ &g?
14 Wd2 d6. 15 Eafl Hd8 16 Hids
£d7 17 25 de 18 de dch 19 eh

&xds 20 Ef7+ &©xf7? 21 OxM+
dehld 22 Wel+ &ie 23 Tl Wxi6
24 waff+ &h7 25 W5+ &ho 26
Wrxds &p6 27 Wd7 1-0, Bronslein-
Dubinin, 15th USSE Ch, Leningrad
1947,

b) 7 .. &e7 8 £xfs Exhd+ 9 g3
g5 10 Hxhs' Hxhs 11 &x7+
=8 12 fxh5 &xid 13 High+ g7
14 @xfd &6 15 eI WeT 16 &d5
xds 17 Wagd+ ThE 18 £xds.
White has a won position (Jaenisch).
) 7. Wa80-0 69 &cI db 10
eds Wdt 11 @xi? Exd7 12 £xfd

Keres, not without justification,
recommends in this position 8
Sxf? Exi79 &xf7+ &xf7 10 £xfd
as played in Standey-Fraser, London
1837, considering White's attack
difficult to meet.

ST K

L | 2T
10 &3 Rxhd+ 11 fd2 gf 12 ¥
Sigd 13 Wia Hg? 14 @l Rg515
W2 @47 16 Eall &xed+ 17 Wied
aibg 18 @bl WeT 19 e5 de 20
&ixe3. White stands better (analysis
by Jaesnisch).

2 The Allgaier Gambit

I el e5
2 H «f
i an g5
4 h gd
5 &gs

The Viennese master Allgaier
published detailed analysis of this
gcontinuatian, which had been well
known for a lang time, in 1819,

The basic aim of White"s last
move i5 nol Lo give Black the
chance of attacking the knight
with the central d-pawn, but to
leave him only with the possibility
of attacking it with the b-pawn
which inevitably means a waste of
time for Black, At the same time
of course, White will be forced to
sacrifice his knight on 7, getling
in return for it one or (wo pawns
and quite a strong attack which in
normal conditions, with limited
time for thinking, is not easy to
repel. Nonetheless modern analysis
shows that with accurate defence
Black does beat off the attack

whilst maintaining his supericrity
in material.

AS..dS
B 5..hé
C5.. &f
A
- . ds

(Ponziani). llogical, since with
his next move White frees a square
for his knight to retrear, thus
making it not 50 easy for Black to
achieve equality.

6 ed £l (1

An idea of the Mascow player
Selivanevsky. (The move was also
suggested by Ponziani - ed)

Alternatives are;

4} 6 ... b6 7 Dicd £c7 B We2
Lxhd+ 9 B2+ SM(FT ... Rel 10
fixgd) with advantage 1o While,
Mlotkowski-Perry, 1920,

by 6... £e77 b5+ cH8dcbec®
&cd (Cordel);or 8... Bixc69 Wel
- in both cases with a difficult
position for Black.



I4 The Allgaier Gambit

MNow Whiie has:

Al 7 &b5+

A2 T &M

Al
T &b5+ ch
E: de fHineh
9 &l Se?

10 d4 h5 11 d5 hg 12 dc Wedi-
13 &xdl &8 14 g1 &5 with a
considerable advantage to Black,
Dykhne - Schvaneviky, Moscow
1959,

Al
7 &ed!
As Kzres correctly points out,
this is stronger for White,

T &e’
£ M
Or B fcd hé O Sxf7! buf7 10

dé+.

s LB B H
o hxf? &xf7
10 &xfd

with a very strong attack. Black
has not had time to carry out the
important defensive manoeuvre ...
3, blocking the f-tile.

B
. L hé
6 &l &xl7 (9)
Bl 7 Wxgd?
Bl 7d4
Bl 7 dcdt

1
T Wapd?
White wins a pawn but loses the

initiative, ending up finally i a
lost position.
T saa af6!
8 Wi
No better is 8 Rcd+ d5 9 Wxfd
&dé 10 &xc5+ g7 11 ¥ Hxd5
12 ed Wel+ 13 el Sp3-

Stuttgart-Nymwsgen, corres [E55.,

B iss Rdé
Lk &k
10 ¢3 &e5 11 W2 Segd 12 W
WeT 13d3 Wes,

B2
T d {£}]

Black cannot, it is essential to
note, afford to spurnthisadvance.

A very risky reply for him
would be 7...d5?8 dxfdandnow:
a) § ...de 9 fcd+ &g7 10 ReS5+
St 11 0-0 &e7 12 45 &hT 15 We?
Hek? and in the game Leonhardr-
Flamberg, Abbazia 1912, White
could now have won by 14 dé! cd
15 Exf6 & xf6 16 Wxed+ &gT 17 hs.
b) § ... &6 9 Hicd! &bd 10 &e2
Sxed+ [worse is 10 .. Se6 11 0D
£xc3 12 Ke5!) 11 be de 12 Wd2
wgb 130-0 fch 14 ¢4 6 15 Habl

b6 16 22 Hibd? 17 £d8 Hel 18
W4 Fzhndrich & Schlechtzr v
Fleissip & Marco, consultation
game, Vienna 1903,

B fcd+
iransposing to B3.

B3
7  Red+ ds
8 fxdS+

Black has two retreats:

B3l 8 ... &gT!

B32 8 ... &l

B3l
B ... &g
9 d4

Inadequate is 9 LxbT? &xb7 10
g+ BT 11 WhS+ &e? 12
We5+ &d7 13 WxhB (White does
not get perpetual check after 13
Wis+ <$c6 14 Hh3, though only
because of 14 ... a5 presenting the
black king with a haven on aT) 13
o @f6 14 5 fxg2 |5 Zgl 13 16
W W6 17 ef fcs (Levenfish),
also {(Freeborough and Ranken,
1910).

T ... m

Staunton’s recommendation of
1860, It is considerzbly stronger
than 9 ... W6 (Zukectort) 10 <f
W56 11 hS WS 12 &131 £b4 130-0
[3 14 &ed WxhS 15 Dig) Whd 16
Badd gf 17 Wxf3 &6 18 f 1 &%
19 &f4) &a6 20 Wed Wgd 21
Rxb7 £xb722 4 xh6+ and White
hl,.! a won position, Spielmann-
Eljaschoff, Munich (Club Tour-
Bey) 1903,
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10 gf Y3
11 &c3
Keres considers 11 £b3 §c6 12

¢3 stronger. Nonzstheless, White's
position does not inspire cenfidence
after, say, 12 ... Wdb 13 5 &ixed
|4 de WreS5+.

11 ... £b4

12 Red
2) 12 £b3 and now:
2l) 12 ...¢5 |3 45 &bd7;
a2y 12 ... Twé 13 Ked Tas
(Bilguer 1916).
b) If 12 &fd, 12 ... &ixd5 13 ed
£d7 is very strong (Levenfish).

12 ... gl
13 HEgl+ &Hpd
14 Wx3  Wwxhd+
15 He3 Ef
16 &f4 ReT

Inthe consultation game Marco-
Schlechter, Vienna 1903, th: weaker
16 ... W6 |7 Exgd+ $h7 18 Rgi+
&hi wa: played amd the pame
ended in a draw.

With 16 .. He7 (Schlechier’s
recommended improvement ) Black
prevents White from casiling
because of 17 ... Exf4, and in view
of the threat of 17 ... £g5, which
White has difficulty in countering,
Black obtains a big advantage.

B32
8 ... el
Although many theoreticians
consider this retreat stronger than
£ ... g7, the fact is that with the
black king in the centre White has
grealer chances of creating an
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allack against it.

9 10

B321 9 ... &f6?
B3l 9 ..M

B32)
- S ie?

This move, which used to be the
generally accepled one, allows
Whie to build up aa attack
against the enemy king, although
evenn then Black has sufficieni
defznsive resources.

10 &3 dihd

Marco-Chigorin, Vienna 1903,
went 10 ... 27 11 £xf4 kS 11
de3co 13 4b3 g3 14 Egl EfE
15 Wd3 &6 16 000 WeT 17
Hgel £47 18 Wd2 Bd8 195 Reb
20 4xhét Rxh6 21 Wixho dxb3 21
ab W7 13 $cd Sincd 24 Txcd WIS
25 g} &b4! and in the end Black

drew.
11 &xf4 &Hixds

12 o Wxd5s
13 00 Sxe3
14  be &ick (1)

This position was reached in
Mizses-Pillsbury, WVienra 1903,

which continued as follows: 15
Wd2 feh 16 BEacl &d7 17 cd (17
geSandif 17 ... Eh7then 18 Ef¢
hs 19 &xec?7 — Chigorin, Novoe
Vremya 1904 - ed.) 17 ... Wxcd 18
Exet dme6 19 d5+ &d7 20 dct
dones 21 Ses Hhel 22 Hid Wos+
23 didd Wd6 24 26 Eebt25 Wel+
&d7 26 BT+ Hel 27 &c5 ExI7 28
fxdh cd 29 WH3 with roughly
equal chances.

Keres mistakenly thought the
diapram position won for White
after 15 c4 Wixcd? 16 d5 He7 17d6
ed 18 Wxdd with a very strung
attack. However, after 15 ..
Wxdd+ 16 Wxdd &xdd 17 el
Fe2+ 18 &2 BEh7 19 Efel Let
White will have to work hard
1o draw.

B322
i !
10 of &6
11  &ied Sibd
12 4b3

Keres' recommendation.
The normal 12 00 fxc3 13 be
Gixds 14 ed Wxds 15 Hel+ <odi

16 gf ie quite joylees for While.

12 1o ik
13 ged gf
14 Wd3

In Keres' opinion, White has
great attacking chances.

C
B ain 4\ie

This defence. analvsed in datail
by Schlechter, was for a long time
extremely popular, However, from
the poirt cf view of modemn
theory, Black can hardly hope to
echicve results more favourable
than those of the variations already
given.

6 &5 We?
7 Wel!

The strongest move, maintaining
the attack for White, Weaker is
7 dd4 hé 3 @xf7 &xf7 9 Lxf4 dé
10 &e2 de 11 Lxe5 @bd712 fxcT
Wel Gunsherp-Teichmann, Vienna
1903,

F e &ih5
8 &ed

Apart from this move, also
worthy of amention is the sharp
continuation 8 Wxgd!? and now:
2) 8 ... Sp3 9 Wxi4 fHxhl 10 &cd,
b) 8 .. Wxe51 9 &e2 £1g3 10 d4,

. with strong threats in both cases.

B ... fgl
0 Ycd
White can get an egual gam= by
mears of 9 $d5 Exe? 10 Hixe?
Sxe7 11 fxe? With the text
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move he strives for more.
| . fiahl
019 ... Wxe5+10 &e? and now:
2) 10... &'xhl? gives White a winning
attack after 1] Wxf7+ &dB 12 d4
WeT 13 Lxfd Wyl 14 @af7+-ete.
(Collijn's F.aorabak, 1921)
b) 10... d3! 1] &xds Gxe? 12 Wxel
equal game.
10 &ds
Also possiblcis 104 hf 11 &d3
hg 12 &xcT+ &d8 13 &5, or 12
&ixe? 4xe? 13 d5, with a
complicated, not disadvantageous
pame for White (Keres).
1 ... WxeS5+
11 &el(12)

White has a suong atiack for
the sacrificed rook, e g.:
a) 11 ... f3? 12 &xc7+ de? 13
Hds+ and wins;
b) 11 ... a6 12 d4 Wd6 13 £xf4
Weh 14 W3 with muliplethreats;
¢f 11 ... e6 12 FicT+ Wxc? 13
x4+ &df 14 Wi+ &el 15
Jaxgd &gl 16 Wxh8 db, and

Whits's game ic preferable.



1 e &5

2 i el

3 &N gs

4 Qed dg?

5 M h6

6 dd dé (11)

This pesition and the continuation
7 ¢3 Hich B hg hg 9 ExhE Kxh8
L0 Wel azcurred in the ninth game
of the fourth match (game 55, 1834)
between Labourdonnais and Mac-
Domnell. Philider analysed this
line and developed the attack 7 ¢3

ch? B We2 £eb 9 fxeb fe 10 5,

which is why the whole vanation
has been given his name.

The Philidor Gambit

White, in the diagram, has three
alternatives, of which the last is
the most imporiant:

A T &ed
E 7 f#di
C 7¢d

A
7 fed Gk
£ el WeT
9 Wd3 ®=d7
10 &d2 0-0-0
11 &c3
This variation is not rehabilitated
by the improvemenl supgesied
by Keres, namely 110-0-0, because
of 11 ... &f6! (but not 11 ... Hel
12 Hde! Wxed 13 Wxed Exed |4
hg with a gnod position for White)
and now White cannol continue
with the capturc 12 hg because
of 12 ... §ixecé.
1 % (S Hel
12 d5 &ies
13 &ixes de
14 0-0-0 i
Anderssen-Neumann, 1866,

B
T Wd3
With the threat of penetrating
with the gquesn on the king-side.
{An 1838 suggestion of the
Hannover player G.3chullz.)

; R &ick
2 he hg
9 Ixh dxha
10 &5 agn
11 el
Or 11 Wh7 &f8 12 &hs 8he 13
GwgS o4 14 Whd Tixdd | Levenfish)
i R &1h6
12 od ed

13 £d5 A8 14 SixpS Wxes 15
dixfa Wxhd+. White has no
real compensation for his piece,
Rosenthal-Neumann, 1869,

C
7 3 &b
5 Wb
White has nothing else. On E0-0
there might follow & ... We7, and
afler 9@ ¥hl we are back in the
main varation. Whilsr ¥ hg hp
9 HxhR @&xhB 10 We2 Wel 11
@a3 Rpd 12 £d2 0-0-0 is clearly
in Black's favour.
N hn W7
9 0D
Bilguer assessed as better for
Black the position ansing after
9hghg 10 Exhe fxhE 11 Wh5 pd
12 &ig5 ab 13 L7+ (7 eg
‘:;:]Iﬂ ab 15 §ixh8 See7 16 fxfd

i N aif6!
Unanimously considered the
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strongest.

On 9 ... g4 Whire has
a) 10 Siel? Sixdd!
b) The picce sacrifice 10 &xfd gf
1l Exf3 &6, reccommended by
the old handbooks, is inadaqualte.
c) The retreat 10 &h2! however,
casts doubt on Black's pawn
advance, c.g.
el) 10 ... £3 11 &xpd dxpd 12
Wxh7 or
e2) [0 ... ¥xhd 11 Hxf4, both in
White's lavour.

10 bg hg

ixed (14)

The basic position of the
variation. As will be evident from
what follows, it s a complelcly
unsatisfactory one for White and
consequently the move arder by
which the Philidar Gambit is
reached is no good for White.

It should be noted thae 11 ..
&ixdd! is even stronger than the
“main’ line:

a) 12 Wdl &b erc.

b) 12 &xi7+ &dE 13 cd (13 Wdl
@xed 14 £xed Wxed 15 el Wi5
16 Sicd WesS! wins for Black,
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Kase-Lehikoinen, corres 1981) 13
... @ixed and now;

bl) 14 @03 dxdd+ 15 &xdd Whd
b2) 14 fxfd Sxdd+ 15 fe? fexedt
16 Wrxed Dxgs,

From the position in diagram
14 White has the following three
posaibilities:

C1 12 Eel?
C2 12 &ved
€3 12 &7

Cl
12 Eel?
Recommended by van Bilguer.
| i . Shi+!
13 whi aR+
14 &h2 el 15 @xf7+ (Bilguer
1916) 15 _. odf 16 @xid Spdt
and Black has a decisive atrack.

2
12 &ixed Wxed
The piece sacrifice 12 ... Sixd4?
does not work becanse of 13 ¥dl
3 14 Rg5 W5 15 Hibd2! (Keres),
13 &xi7+
Other possibilities are:
2} 13 dxfd @add 14 Wdl dea!
{Ravinsky).
b) 13 Oxf4 ®el+ 14 Eil Whe 15
£ xf7+ ddB (Fanov), in both cases
with advantage to Black.
1% s LAy
14 &xM4 Sixd4
15 &pst &d7?

16 WdS e+
17 & Wed

Mot so good is 17 ... WxdS
I8 &xd5 ThS 19 wxc2 Hxgs
20 EfT+.

After the text move White must
reconcile himself to the continuation
18 &id2 c6 19 Webit Wxed 20
Bweo+ dxes 21 el with
chances of equalising in the
endpgame.

c3
12 aal? EhT!

This move makes it difficult for
White 1o defend against the
mating threats and is considerably
stronger than the passive 12 ..
EME? recommended by all the
books an theary, with the follewing
possible lines:

a) 13 Lxfd §ixdd |4 cd &xda+ 15
Red @es |16 Rxedd @ixb3 17 ab
and White stands better.

k) 13 Hxfd &gl 14 &ad 45 15
£zd5 SDel+ 16 Dfl ©x417 Lxfd
Hxf7 18 Sx{7+ W7+ 19 Wi+
&xf7 20 LxcT with three pawns

Far the mece.
13 Exid
Even worse is 13 x4 Whd or
13 &ds @g3.
13 .. Sind4!

14  Wdi T3
15 &2 Ehl 16 Wd2 Sed+ 17
Hyed Wxed and Black wins.

4 The Hanstein Gambit

1 = e5
I M ef
3 &an ES

Editor's note: Compare Chapter
8 and the variation A3 of Chapter
12.

4 died d6

Editor's note: The original move
order is 4 ... §g7 5 0-0 dé 6 dd4 ho
as in Hanstein-von der Lasa, 1849,
whence comes lhe line’s name; it
had previously been menlioned in,
for example, George Walker's
1832 New Treatise on Chess. It is
interesting to note that Morphy
always chose 6 c3, twice meeting
6 ... &ich in off-hand games against
Anderszsen in Paris 1558: 7 Wb3
WeT 8 dd &6 (Anderssen’s later
8 .. a6 was met by 9 @ixg5l)
9 &xpS, and in IB63 a casual
Eame Maorphy-de Riviers, again in
Paris, went (after 5 0-0) 5 ... b6
B¢l dfi 7d4 &e7 B hd gh 9 hS
@e7 10 g3 dpd 11 gf &xh5 121
Wd7 13 Gies Whd |4 Wd3 Wxd3

15 &@xdd hg 16 &a3 with an
evenly balanced position.
5 o4
Instead of striking at Black's
pawn chain by means of either 4 hd!
or 5 b4 White chooses another
means of doing this, namely g3,
This plan leads to a more
favourable position for White
than in the Philidor Gambit,
. v e hé
The illogical § ... gd7 was played
in Chigorin-Sellman, London 1883,
when after 6 &gl Whd+ 7 <fl
Gieh 8 c3 @he 9 Halah 10 g3! g
11 g2 White had the advantage.
& 00
In Herter-Kapic, Zagreb 1958,
White trisd to attack Black’s
pawn chain even before castling
by & p3. Play continued & ... g4 7
&ihd 13 B RI4) - a very intercsting
idea! White is preparing & break-
through in the centre and, with
this aim in mind, he activates his
QR in the gquickest way possible,
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1 spite of the fact that Black fails
to find the best defence, the
further course of the game is of
definite interest: & ... Hid7 9 Wd3
W6 10 &c3 c6110-0-0 &bb 12e5
de 13 de We7 14 2xf7+! 10

Black's play in Spassky-Portisch,
Budapest 1967, was stronger: G..
6! 7 gt (Lhis is a mistake. He
should have transposed into the
main variztion by 7 0-) &pg7 8¢c3
etc.) 7... g4 & @gl Wha+ 9 &[]
&6 10 &3 311 &2 sh 12 Exh2
Egb+ 13 &h1 Wxh2+ (Keres with
good reasun considers 13 ... #g3!
even stronger) 14 xh2 Sgi+
winning the exchange.

& . Rg7(15)

Now White has:
AT &3

B 7g

After the generally accepted
7 ¢3M Black can choose between
7 ... @c6! tramsposing to lines dis-
cussed in B, and 7 ... @e71? (see
Chapter 12, A3).

A
7T &3

Al T .. 5e7
Al T .. Reb!
Al T .. &c6!
Al
r S DT
This is weaker than A2,
8 g3 g4

Better is & ... &yc6! (c.f. Chapter
12, A3, note to 7 g3!).

9 HiM 3
10 &3 el
11 &7+  &xdf7

12 W3+ dps

13 W+ &h?

14 Efbo &5

15 Wge+ g (16)

In this position, which in A,

Rabinovich’s opinion should end
in a draw by perpetual check, A.
Andreyev has suggested 16 &d5!
with an easy win, as these
variations of his show:!

a) 16 ... &d7 17 Exf5 and now:

al) 17 ... @e3 18 de &xf5 19 ef
with the threat of 20 6.

a?) 17 ...ch 18 HFT.

by 16 ... Eb7 17 ef Hhd 15 Reld.

A2
T waa Se6!
8 dxeé fe
o o5 k!

It is because of this possibility
that the whole vanation i3 thrown
inta douht.

Considerably worse are:

2} 9... de 10 &ixed dxe5 |1 Whi+
&e7 12 de Wdd+ 13 Fhl &k 14
Wt WxeS |5 Axf4! of 16 Hael
Wgs 17 Wxe6+ &iB 18 S5 Hud
19 &ixfd! &ixed N Fixeht+ FeT 2]
Qugs+.

b) 9...d5 10 g3 g4 11 fh4 3 12
©g6 Eh7 13 Wdl (A Rahkinovich),

A3
AR &

¥et another excellent riposte.
Marshall-Teichmsnn, Vienna 1909,
continued 8 e5 de 9 Hel fpd
10 &b3 18 |1 Kxehbe 12b3 e?
13 a3 g8 14 de Wxd ] |5 Haxdl
Qg6 16 Ded &xf3 17 gf Dxes
18 w2 &h7 19 &e7 Lg6 with
an advantage to Black.

b
-
The most exact move order.
i R Euel!
8 o3
Black can now choose between:
Bl .. ih3
B2 8... &uie
B3 §..pd
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This win of the exchange leads
to unclear play.
9 of
White gets a lost position after 9
Ef2? &6 10 We2 Wd7 11 gfigf 12
Bhl0-00 15 &d3d514e5 &ed 15
& xed de 16 Wxed & re$§! Tringav-
VukZevit, Leningrad 1960,
2 ... &xfl
If 9 .. Wd7 (Issler-Eggman,
1966) Korcknoi recommends 10
[5. Keres thinks that Black stands
hetter after 10 .. &xfl 11 Wxfl
if6

10 Wxil(i7)

Practice shows that in the
position in diagram 17 White has
sufficient compensation for the
exchange. For example:

... g4

Or 10 ... gf 11 &xf4 'We6 12 gl
(-0-0 13 &bd2 Hge7 14 Whi+
&b 15 Zf1 Wgb 16 ©hd Wes 17
£1hf] Wg6 18 £h4 WhT. Black
should have settlsd for the draw.
His ill-founded attempt toplay for
2 win gothim into a poor position
after 19 b4 (also gnodwas |9 & xf7
Enhft 20 Web) 19 .. Hdft 20
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b3, Spielmann-Grinfeld, Carlsbad
1923,

11 el rs

12 Red!

Not, of course, 12 €5 d5 blocking

up the position.

12 i fe

13 WS fe

14  Wxb7 e’
15 Hid? WHE 16 Wab 45 17 Wel
Whe 18 5 BEdi 19 &b Angelov-
Atanasov, Porec 1970, In this
position Black's extra exchanpe
makes no impression at all. White
preparsd a knight sacrifice on 24
and won with an attack on RBlack's
king.

B2
- S Hife!?
This interesting iy was played
in Hever-Kirner, Tartu 1952,
0 of g4
10 &ifd2
10 e57 was played in the above-
mentioned game, when Black
obtained a very dangerous attack
after 10 ... gf 11 ef Wxi6 12 Wxf3
fixdd 13 Wed+! &l 14cd Hed 15
W3 415 16 Wcl Woi+ 17 &2

Wh5 18 &ed o5,
W ds
11 ed fedd
12 Welt

andif 12 ... We7 13 &e4, whilston
12 .. &ice?, 13 £S5 5 unpleasant.

B3
B o pd
9 & i

B31 10 ¥Wb3
Bi2 10 ©a2

B3l
16 Wbl

This is the continuation to
which Euwe pgives preference.
Keres mentions 10 & &6 11
£id2 gxh4 12 gh Wxhd 17 e5as
being worthy of attention but with
nc further analysis. After 10 Wb3
Rlack has:
B311 10 ... WeT?!
B2 10 .. Wd7!

B311
1 ... WeT!
Euwe gives this line.
B3111 11 &5
B3112 11 &f4!

B3in1
11 &af axfs
12 Wxh?

Following MNimzowitsch's ana-
lysis. Inadequate is 12 ef 0-0-0 13
£xf7 We2 14 We6+ RdT! |5 Ef2
Wi+ 16 2l Wel 17 &d? &6

i S Wxed

Alsc possible 15 12 .. Hb&

13 Wttt &d7.

13 &bs figeT
14 ¥xal+ dd7
15 Wb7

Now Black can force perpetual
check by 15 .. &xdd+ 16 od
Wrdd+ 17 Ef? Wdl+ if he
s0 wishes (Bilguer 1880).

B3112
11 &fd!
It is difficult for Blackto find an
adeyuatc defence against this

move.
1 R— &1

11 ... &f6 12 &f5 or 12 &dd &
also insufficient for Black.

11 &d2 &hs
13 Aed &fa
14  Sdxl3! gl
15 Exi3

and White has good attacking
chances.

B312
1w ... Wd7!
Better than 10 ... 7. Black
threatens to taks the pressure off
f7 by playing 11 ... fa$.

11 &d2

Hardly betteris 11 &5 &5 and
Black will undermine the white
knight’s outpost on f5 with .. d5
and ... Bel.

1 ... frah

11 We2 Hwed

13 &xed e’

14 &el ¥ch
Kaplan-Karpov, World Junior
Ch (Stockholm 1969). Black has
an excellent game,

B32
1w Hal
Spielmann's recommendztion.
The idea of the move i to open
lines on the king-side with the help
of a piece sacrifice.
Here Black czn try:
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B321 14 ... &f6
B312 10 ... &fe!
B321
M ... =11

This move, which is considered
the best by all the books, is
designed to force White to sacrifice
a piece. White has two ways of
doing this, as well as a mowe
temporarily deleying the sacrifice:
B3I11 11 ¥h3
B3212 11 Hdxf3
B3213 11 &hxf3

B3211
11 #hd £xh4

In view of what follows Black
would do betterto play 11 ... @d7!
intending 12 ... Hal (Keres),

12 &xf+ &8
13 &hS!

An improvemen: oa 13 gh
Wxhd 14 Dxf3 gf 15 Hxf3 when
Black should be able to defend by
15 ... @fb! e.g. 16 &g6 DdS.

¥ - We?
14 &xf3 gl

If 14 ... &16 |5 &h4.
15 ¢gh

White has a powerful attack for
the piece. Glaskov gives the
following sample continuation: 15
... Wg7+ 16 Rg5hg 17 Hxf3+ &fb
18 Hafl Eh6 19hg ¥xg5+ 20 Eg)
Exh5 2| Exfo+! winning,

B3
11 &HdxB3  gf
11 Wxi3  &h3
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13 ER
Nobetter is 13 WhS Wd7 14 T4

0-0-0 15 &3 Des! 16 de de with a
clear advantage to Black, Spassky-
Ornstein, Nice Olympiad 1974,

13 ... Wd7

4 &5 Rxhd!
and Black stands no worse afler
15 &xf7+ e’ 15 eb Wel 17 gh
Wxhd 18 &hS H15 19 Wxi6 Wxi6
20 Hxft Zgd+.

B3211

11 &hxf3 el

12 W03 Leb

The simplest move.

a) 12 ... &h3 13 &x{7 | &xf7T 14
Wh5+ and 15 Wxh3,
b 12... We7 |3 e5 &xe5! (Keres)
when after 14 &x{7+ ddi 15 de
SixeS or 14 W7+ Wxi7 15
AxfT+ ded 16 de Sixed Black
stands well. 13 ... de is weaker
Black has a difficult defence after
14 &ed ed 15 Gxtht+ &xib 16
Wt Wxis 17 Exff Ges 18 2d5.

13 fxeb fe
14 e5 de
15 £ed ed

16 &ixf6+ &xf6
17 Whio Bxi6
18 Eaf6
According to Glaskov, White
has a slight advantage in the
endgame. This opinion however,
is debatable, If he likes, Black can
equal:se the chances by playing 18
... dc 19 be h5 20 Bxe6+ &d7
when the potential superiority of
the bishop over the knight is
balanced by the weakness of the

White queen-side pawns.

nizz2
... el
This simple developing move by
Black shows up the dubioos sides
of 10 £yd2 better than 10... Lf6.
11 &5
Or 11 b3 and now:
a) 11 ... 0-0 and White does not
have |2 &g6 because of 12... &al.
b} 11 .. %e7 was played in
Santasiers-Evans, Log Cabin 1950
and Dlack got eonsiderably the
better position after 12 &5 Qxf5
13 #xb7 00 14 Wxcb Hixed 15
Lixed Ewcd 16 Wad d5.

11 ... 2xf5
12 of 0-0
13 243 ds

Heuner-Villard, Talinn 1564,
went 13 .., Hef 14 h3h5 15 hg hg
16 &ixf3! gf 17 @xf3 45 1R 225
& 19 g4 Wd7 20 &hd with a
strong attack for White.

14 hW hS
15 hg hg
16 &urd gl

17 Wxf3 Ghed!
I8 &xed de 19 Wied Dxdd!. This
gives Black the better endgame,
since the attempt to complicate
matters by 20 16 Lxi6 2] Wed+
2g7 22 2h6 Seld 23 Hael 15 met
by 23 ... Wd7 and it is not clear
how White can continue his
attack, If Black does not want to
return the piece he can play 19 ...
EeR 20 Wg4 6 and it is doubtful
whether White has enongh compen-
sation for the sacrificed material.

§ The Muzio-Polerio Gambit

1 ed 5
2 14 ef
1 &f g5
4 fcd gl
5 0-0(18)

Should White, in reply to 3 ..
g5. not take advantape of the
chance to goin for the Kieseritzky
Gambit with 4 h4!, then Black can
obtain an excellent position by
means of 4 ... g4, driving the white
knight away with the intention of
depriving White of the right to
castle after § ... @Whi+,

White can only thwart this plan
at the cost of great matenial losses.
The sharp attack which the knight
sactifice gives duwn the opened -
file condemns Black to a tough
defence, but a defence which, with
accurate play, he can be justified
in thinking will be successful.

Kesearch had already been
carried sut on this line by Polerio
at the beginning of the 17th
miry, but in numerons books

oy theory it is fur soime unknown
reason called the Muzio Gambit.
Editor's mote: What 15 in a
name? The much-leved *Muzia®
was ‘born’ in 1813 (though the
variation has been kaown sinee c.
1500 from the Boncompagni and
the Leon Polerio manuscripts -
hence the latter part of the line's
preseni-day title), when T H Sarratt
in his book Damiano, Ruy Loper
gnd Saivio committed a grave
blurder in iranslating a passage
from Salvio's work of 16M in
which the gambit was artrribured
to Sr. Mutio of Alessandro, a
third-class player in the Naples
Academy. (Source: 4 liisrory of
Chess, H.J.R Murray, p.876.)
A 5..dsM
B 5..gf

A
E .. dsn
This intermediate move, delaying
the acceptance of the sacrifice,
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cannot be recommended, sinee
White obtains two pawns for the
piece without any slackening of
his imitiative.

Al 6 ed

A2 6 &kxd5

Al
6 ed gl
T W3 &de
8 dd

The aliernative is 8 d3 GeT
9 &4 dxfd 10 Wxid 00 11
Gicd &pe 12 ¥We3d &d7 as in
Schlechier-Marce, Viennz 1903,
when White could have built up
strong pressure with 13 Hael and
1d &ed.

B w6

Or 8 ... @7 9 &xfd &xf4 10
Wxf4 0011 He3 Reti-Freymann,
Abbazia 1912.

9 Wedt We7
Or 9 .. .7 10 fxfd &5 11

£ xdé.
10 &3 a7
11 &xi4 Wxed
12 &Sixed

Reti-Flamberg, Abbaria 1912.

Al

6 Sxds ef

After 6 ... cb, which occurred in

Duras-Flemberg. Abbazia 1912,
White could have obtained a big
advantage by 7 ExlT+! &x[7 8
GreS+ LB 9d4 310 gf Rg7 LI 14
{analysis by Marco).

7 W3 &fe

B W4 e’
9 &ic3 0-0 10 d3 o 11 &bl Lebd
12 &d2 &xb3 13 ab and after
the further Ef3 and Hafl White
had developed a strong attack
in Auerbach-Spielmann, Abbazia
1912,

And now:

6 ... We?7
B2l 6... Wit
& _.. %hf does not gives Black
equality after 7 d4 W76 8 ¢5 W(5
9 &icd (Keres).

Bl

B11 7 Wxid
B12 7 4

B
7 Wixid WS+
The attempt by Black to achieve
gome advantage by 7 ... @ich is
refuted by an analysis of Schallop
arnd Suhle: 8 &xfT1 &dB8 9 &3
Wes 10 WxeS Sixes 11 dd ST
12 Exf7 &ef 13 ExfB+ oxfE 14
&§d5, with advantage to White,
ep.:
a) 14 ... cb 15 &c7 Eb8 16 &f4
&fig 17 Bfl de? 18 dig5 T8 1965
&d& 20 Exfié Txf6 21 ef (Bilguer);
b) 14 .. dé 15 &xc7 EbR 16 &id
e 17 &ibS (Pachman);
c)14..b6 15 @xc? Kb7 15 &Hixak
fixa¥ 17 @f4 (Euwe), and here,
although Black is a pizce up, the
defence is fraught with difficulties
after 17 ... w7 18 d5L
8 d4 Wxdd+
9 ged Wxcd
0 eS+ Wed
If 10... &e7, then |1 Wxh® & g6
{also bad is 11 ... Wxed 12 &hé
6 13 Weg He? 14 Hicd d5 15
Rae| de6 16 Hind5 WeS+ 17 &hl
Wd5 18 Wxf7+) |2 Wxh7 Die6 13
b3! Wet 14 &1el and in view of the
threat 15 §d5 White's position is
better (Keres).
1T ¥rxh8 ek
12 We5+ ae7
13 W7 il
(F I 7]
Thiz position offers chances
for both sides.
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R12
7 d4 fich
8 i
This is the strongest retort to
Black’s 6 ... We7.
B ... yxdd

.. @1e5 9 de Wci+ 10 €hl
Wnod 11 &d5 gives Black no relief

{Romanovsky).
9 W3 fe6
10 &ds
10 & xfd is worthy of attention.
m ... Wes+
11 &hi b5

If 11 .. Shé6 12 £d42 WiE 13
Hadl d6 14 2c3 6 15 e5! fe 16
Exe5de 17 &£xcTH! elc,

12 &h3 & hé

13 4&d2 s
Steimitz-Anderssen, casual game,
London 1862, when after |4 Wcl
White had strong pressure.

B2
6 ... w6
T &5
The most logical. Wiih this
extra sacrifice of a pawn White
opens up new lines for the attack.
A more restrained continuation,
refaining the central pawn, is 743,
when the following iz a possible
line: 7... £h6 8§ &ic3 GeT jor § ..,
&vhH 9 ds Wdd+ 10 @ed! Wnb2
11 &xf4 &es Flamberg-Kleczinski,
Warsaw 1399, when White could
have obtained an attack good
enough for the =acrificed piece
with 12 2 according to Keres)
and now:
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a) 9 e8! transposing to the main
variation after 9 ... Wxe5 10 &d2.
b) 9 Gixfd §xf4 10 Wxia Wxid 11
Hxi4 {57 12 ef cf 13 Eel &di 14
&7 d5 15 16 S16 16 Axp6 hg 17
He7 &0d7 18 Hp7 &R hands over
the advantage 2o Black.

s Waes
B2l 8 b3
B21 & &xi7+
B3 8 43
Rt
8 b3 d5
9 @xds &7
10 ded &ibheh

11 c3 Af5 12 dd Wed 13 W2 fie6
14 &xf3 0-0-0 and Black ought 1o
be able to make good his material
superiority without any difficulty
- Tartakower-Leonhardt, Vienna
1908.

B2
B &xi7+
This second piece sacrifice is
worthy of attention.
. T, wxl?
LU | Wxd4+
On 9 .. WeTagame Hartmann-
Davier, Ellerman Memorial, corres
1981, continued 10 Whi+ Fg7 11
Exf4 db 12 Sl &S5 13 WpsS+
&7 14 Hael Reb? 15 dS Hel 16
Whd &g7 17 Hxeb W7 18 &5
&ibd7 19 Efxf6 [-0.
10 el w6
11 &xfd
Considerably stronger than the
previously played 11 Whi+ Wgb

12 Bxf4 56 13 Exfe+ Ll 14
Sda+ BT 15 W5+ We6 16 WA+
Zef with advantage to BElack.
n ... HaTl

An improvemeni over 11 .
27 12 £icd 7 13 d5 £ixd5 14
Wud5+ Wed 15 £d2+ &gf 16
Sael! Wxd5 17 Eed+ &l 18 £h6
1-0, Smirmov-Tikhonov, USSR
Fasd.

12 &l &5
13 &Sed Web
14 g4 2ol
15 <hi Shd
16 'Wel )

and now RBlack should play,
according to Korchnoi, 16 ... &g8
17 4eS b6! and ... Ab7 with the
better game.

B23

B d3 Jihé

o el

Also possible 15 & 2d2, which

transposes back to the main
variation after 9 ... &e7 10 &,
Certain theoretical manuals con-
sider 9 ... Wxb2 a posibility lor
Black. However, after 10 &3
White zets an unstoppable attack
(Keres).

B s §e7

10 &d2 &ibeb
a) It 15 doubtiul whether Hlack's
position is defensible after 10 ... (-0
cg 1l Hacl ®Wc5+ 12 &hl and
TIowW:
al) 11 ... o6 13 fied WS 14 G
g7 15 nd6 Wes 16 ExeT &xcd
17 Hxf7 etc.

%212 ... g6 13 Bed W [4Wh5
g7 15 &cl3+ 6 16 Sixfh Txi6 17
FeT+ &R IR Wrhh+ due? 19
We?+ 2eb 20 Kxf6 cte. (Keres).
b) 10 ... ¢6 I| Hact W5+ 12 &hl
d5 13 Whi Wd6 |4 &xd5 cd 15
b5 Wh6 16 £bd Sibet 17 H1d6+
&d7 18 &al and White has a
stropg attack, SAmisch-Gunther,
consultation game 1926,
11 Hael WIS
Suggested by Louis Paulsen.

© The alternative, 11 ... W54, 13
considered weaker: 12 &hl and
now;

2)12... £d4 13 Wh3 §g5(orl3...

d5 14 Wxh6 dc 15 We7 Tgk L6
Bied) 14 Wh5 WS 15 Hed with an

overwhelming position (Mosar).

b)12...0-0 13 &xf4 Rg7 14 Re3

Ddd 15 &xi7+ Thi 16 Wed Dech
17 &d5 Was 18c3 Sieh 19 HS and
White has a won pesition {Collijn
1921). However, Black's 14th
move is obviously weak. After 14
«. WaS! the position becomes
mnclear,
12 &dS

White's attack is inadequate

wfter 12 Hed 0-0 13 &xfd Lp7 14

‘We2 d5 15 £d6cd 16 xf5 Lxfs

{Zukertort).
TR, o

B231 13 43

B237 13 We2

8 (20)

131

13 &l
A3 will be seen from the
wing wvariations, this move
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gives Black no problems at all. He
has a choice of three rook moves.
B2311 13 .. HgR
B1312 13.. EfR
B1313 13... Held

13 ... @xd3 14 Wxd5 Wxd5 15
A6+ loses at once for Black,

B2311
13 ... HgB
14 Exe?

Editor's note: An interesting
piece of history 15 Karl Marx-
Mever, which went 14 £16 &¢515
KxpS Wxps 16 Dxfd HiesS 17 Wed
d6 18 ha Wed 19 2x{7 KB 20 RhS
Wo7 21 dd &iech 22 c3a52) et
Kxet 24 ExfR+ @d? 25 Wxeh
Ha6 26 HFl Wg? 27 &pd HHpR 23
7 1-0.

14 ... Lune?
15 &fé p=123 3
16 g et
17 Wel Afs
18 g5 dé

Bilguer gives this final position
as level, but this asseisment can
hardly be correct. How is White to
conboue the attack? On 19 Eel
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there might follow 19 ... of! 20
Sine? &xe7 21 RxeT+ ®&ci 22
&oxdb+ dedé 23 WxeB Whps+ 24
Fhl &h3 25 Wed HcB 26 Wdd+
el 27 Hgl Helland Black wins.

White should play 19 &ixf4
instead of 19 Hel? but even then
he probably does not have enough
compensation for Black's material
advantage.

Shoutd White 1ry instead 1R
Hel instead of 18 g5 then after 18
e V19 &ixeT Wxpdt 20 Shi
Wg2+! Black wins immediately,

B2312
13 ... ars
14 pgd
Inadequate is 14 Sixe7 Dixe7 15
Ee5 Wgo 16 Hicl Hcb 17 We2
Hixes 18 Wxe5 Lgs5 19 Rxf7 as
Black has 19 .. d&!.
14 ... Weo
I5 hd fixds
In the opinion of Panov, to
whom this analvsis belongs, White
gets the better chances after 15 ...
dé 16 g5 Sixds 17 2xd5 £d7 |8
Lft+ &cR 10 h5 W8 20 Wxid;
however, this still needs to be
proved in practice,
16  fixdS s

17 Wel dé

1B &xcé Wxpd+

1% $xpd Sxpd

20 &xh7
with a good position for White
(Panov),

However, in this analysis too,
Black's play can be improved

upon. For example, instead of 17
.. d67, 17 ... &3l changes radically
the final assessment, 18 g5 being
simply met by 18 ... fxg5!

B2313
13 .. HeB
14 &f6
After 14 &uf6 TR 15 pd Wg6 16
h4 { Anderssen-Zukertort, Breslan
t865) 16 ... d5 (recommended by
Zukertort, who plaved 16 ... d6 -
ed) 17 @xd5 @xgd 18 Wxgd
Wapdt 19 Dixpd T8 20 £131521
&6 wd7 22 d4 fg Black wins.
White's best try is 14 We2 Wet
(14 ... d6 15 Hf6 BFS 16 g4 Wg6 17
h4 with advantage to White -
Keene) 15 W3 W5 16 We? with a
draw by repetition, Keene-Pleger,
Montilla 1974,

4 ... LgS
15 g4 Weo
16 R&xgs Wxgs
17 hd Wxh4
18 Wxi4 dé

19 &ife 8!

[n Chigorin-Davidov, St. Peters-
burg 1874, 19 ... Se5 was played
and White won beautifully: 20
HxeS de 2] Wxel fxpd 22 Wd4+
deB 23 Leb+! etc.

20 ERel ars!
11 g Wxfo

Black has a won pesition {A.
Rabinovich).

We can conclude that 13 Rc3is
inadequate. Black can maove his
king's rook to any square without
danger of a loss and 13 .. EKf8!

likely as not leads to the better
game Tor Black.

B232
13 el

This, Maclean’s move, was
considered strongest in the position
by the old maseers.
B2321 13 ... Web
B2322 13 ... bs!

Other allernatives are weaken:
a) 13 ... HeB 14 $xi1 fxf4 15
Exf4 Wgs 16 Ex7 d6 17 &ufs el

18 &ixe” 719 3 %7 and White
is win res).
by 13 ... A4 fixdS Wxds 1S

&3 Wes+ 16 Thl Kp5 17 dxhE
Wit 15 Wh3 with advantage to
White (Levenfish), (alzn Bilguer
1916).

B2311
13 ... Web
Maclean's basic variation.
14 W2

Alternatives are less satisfactory:
a) 14 &Hixe7 Wxe7! (Keres' improve-
ment on rather unconvincing
analysis by Chigorin, who considered
that Black had beller prospects
after 14 .., Wrxe? 15 Sixch+ be 16
Hxe2 dS 17 b2 § eh) when Keres
gives the following continuations
&ll favouning Black:

a) 15 Wh5 WS 16 Wxf7 HfE with:
all) 17 WxfB+ &xf3 18 & xi4 Wg7
19 Qp5+ fe7l

al2) 17 & xfd Wes+ 18 ds Wudd+
19 &hl Exf7 20 &xf7 d&! with
advantage to Black;

22) 15 Hc3 Sel 16 W2 Wes 17
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Axf7 BEff 18 Wreid Wxfd 19 Hxiq
deT:
a3) 15 Wed Wps 16 Sc3 d5i;
ad) 15 W2 WgS 16 Hed 5 17 fxfs
WiE.
b) 14 W3 W5 15 Qc3 TIE! truns-
poses to B2312,
c) 14 &cd Wxe? 15 Bxe? Egh
cl) 16 &6 §p5 17 &uxeT Hixe? I8
Sxg5 Zxp5 19 Efel d5l;
c2) 16 &1ald [notas bad ascl} 16 ..
d6 17 &x{7 Ef8 18 Seb+ fxeb 19
dxet Hxfl+ and White cannot
hope to push home his attack with
so few pieces { Keres).

14 ... WIS
with a draw by repetition, for
Black in his turn cannot avoid the
draw without taking risks. [f14
Wed 15 h) Web 16 Rxid favours
White {(Znosko-Borovsky),

B2322
13 G h5!
14 &xed WesS+
1§ ER e

White also has a1 dubious

position after 15 ... §xe?!,
16 Whs Wgs
17 W7 !

Far stronger than Berger's
recommendation in 1905 17 ..
Wet? 18 dcy EfE 19 L6+ Wds
20 Hel+ Hxed 21 Waib+ Be? and
White gives perpeiual check.

18 &3 Zm

19 &6+ Wxfo
20 HeR+ Exel 21 Wafb+ He7 22
Waht cd 23 cd EbE 24 Wxh7 HEbh
25 b3 4gb. Black's position is
clearly superior,



6 Other 5th Moves for White
after 3 ... g54 Lc4 g4

1 el e5

I ] ef

3 &3 g5

4 died gd
A S fxfT+ Lolli Gambit
B 5 &w3 McDonnell Gambit
C 5§ dd Ghulam Kassim Gambit
D 5 fHes Salvio Gambit

Mention is already made of this
gambit by Greco and Polerio in

the 17th century, but it was Lolli
who analysed it in detail and thus
it bears his name.

The bishop sacrifice is much
weaker than the knight sacrifice
and gives Black a good game.

& e Euf7
6 GeS+ el
7 Wxed {3
B W4 d6
9 &

White's hopes crumble! Afier
9 0-07 de 10 WxeS+ &7 11 Whi+
&p8 12 WeS+ Re7 Black wins.

o EpR
10 -0 Hg4

11 We3 Hxed 12 WeS Rebd
(3 &icd Hpd 14 Wed &d7 and
Black has a won position, analysis
by Dr Schmid 1886.

B
5 &l gf
6 W3 (22)
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Bl 6 ..d5
B2 & ... d6!

The kind of difficulties Black
can land himself in with inaccurate
play are illustrated by the folowing
example: 6 ... &h6 7 d4 &ch B (-0
Fixd4? 9 7+ Exf7 10 Whi+t
&gl |1 Rxf4 &xf4 12 Exf4 &f6
13 W5+ &f7 14 Eafl and White
bas obtained a winning attack,
McDonnell-Labcurdonnais, 8th
game of the 4th match, 1834,

B1

e ds

7 fHixds Sieh

Schiffers recommended 7 ...

&e6? whereupon Keres suggests
the sacrifice of a second piece; § d4!
b 9 Sxf4 cd 10 ed and 11 0-0.

8 04 sdé

9 & Sxdd

10  Whs Le6
11 &xi4 &xfd 17 H1ufd fucd 13
Wes+ &8 14 Wxh8 Lxfl 15 Txfl
W6 16 Wxh? Wxf4 with an
Approximately level game as in

Tharousck-Marco, Vicnna 1897,

B2
6 ... di!
7 0-0
Keres suppests 7 d4 as an
improvement. After 7 ... &eb

White should play 8 d3! and 9
& xf4 with excellent compensation
for the piece.
T o Jleb
8 &ds
Or 8 fxet fe 9 Whs+ grd? 10d4
We7 11 Wb+ &l

-, ch
L I . cd
14 ¥xhs

Black also beats off the attack
after 10 od 66! 1] de fe 12 R xcé
Hic6 13 d3 Wh6+ 14 &hl Wd4,

1 ... de

11 el Whé-+
12 d&hl &k 13 b3 Wd4 Black
stands better (analysis by J.Malkin,
Wiener Schachzeitung 1911,

5 d4¢23)

Mention is made of this attack
in an Indian book published in
1826, It gives Black less trouble
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than the McDonnell Gambait,
Editer's note: This line made its
appearance in Koch's Elementartuch
of 1828 and takes its name from
Ghulam Kassim, a Madras player,
who in collaboration with James
Cochrane published Analysis of
the Muzio Gambir, Madras 1529,
B e gf
6 W3
On 6 &xfd Black gets an
excellent game by 6 ... 45 (6 ... fg?
is dangerous because of 7 £xf7+)
7 &xd5 56,
6 ... ds
Inferior is & ... d6 7 0-0 &eh
8 d5t 2d7 9 &xid WeT 10 5!,
7T fxds ovfe
8§ 04 o
% T+
No betteris 9 @il cd 10ed £g7
1| £xfA0012 &p5 2bd7 13 Hed
b5 14 ad &b7 15 &ixfet Hufe 16

S xft Wxfb 17 Wxfo fxf6 18 Hxi6
b4.
S xf7
10 Wxid ag?
11 o5 4 1]
12 of g8

The attack is repelled. Black
wins.

D
5 eSS

With his last mave White
avoids the loss of material and
even forces Black to sacrifice a
rook in certain cases, if heisnotto
Bet the worse position. At the
same time, however, Black succeeds

in scizing the initiative and the
attack which he develops againsl
the white king. which can no
longer castle, is so strong that the
Salvio Gambit must be considered
totally unacceptable for practical
use.

. AR Whd -
6 & (24)

Black now has three possibilitics
which all lead to the advantage for
him:

Dl 6.. I3
D2 &6 .. Th6
D3 6 .. Hich!
m
I 3

The Cochrane counier-atiack.

{This dates from 1822)
T o

Alternatives are no better:
a) 7 &l @fs § GixhE Sixed
o el fgt;
b) 7 SxfT+ e7 8 g3 Whi+9 &i2
&6 10 b3 dé 11 &7 Hixed+
12 el &£15 13 d3 &hot;
¢) 7 g3 Wh3+ B &2 &6 9 Hicl
We2+ 10 23 fhét 1] &d3 &ich
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12 &xet de; with advantage to
Black in all cases {(Levenfish and

Bilguer).
7

&6
8 &xpd Sxpd
9 Iz Whit
1 &f2 b

with a strong attack according
to Keres.

D2
6 ... dihb
7 d4 [
8 g3
Oor:

a) 8 pgfd6 9 Sixgd Sixpd 101e dxpd
11 ®d3 &h3+;
b) B Kxhé Sxh6 9 gl db 10 ©xgd
Roxgd 11 fg Whi+ 12 del Hiob;
c) 8 &3 d6 9 &dd g+ 10 dxp2
RET 11 &ld o 12 &ed 0-0 with
advantage to Black (Keres and
Levenfish)
| S Whi+

Editor’s more: Jaenisch in his
Analyse Nouvelle der Cuvertures
du Jew der Echecy, Vol 11,
Petersburg 1843, attributes this
whole idea to Salvio (1604/1634).

9 &0 Wel+
10 <&el s
Black has a won position (Bird).

Editar's nete: Both the 1330
edition of Bilguer and Stauntonin
his Chess Plaver's Haondbook,
attribute this to Silberschoudt.

D3
a ... Gu-6]

Herdeld's continuation, recom-
mended by Steinitz {International
Chesy Magazine 7, 1885) and the
strongest.

T &xf?

Altcrnatives arc:
a) 7 Rxfi+ e’ 8 Hixcet do
al}9 b3 &ifn 1043 HikS 11 Bel p¥
12 &d2? Zpd 13 h3 &hé 14 &gl
Hp7 15 c3 f3 16 Gxf3d faf) 17 gl
Haf? I8 &2 Exf3 and Black wins:
a2} 9 fxpf Bxph 10 Wel g) L1 dd
f312h3 &pgd with a clear advantage
to Black (Levenfish). (This was
plaved in Dublin University w.
Cambridge University, corres 1892
-ed.).
b) 7 dd Exc5 B de £c5 9 Rxf7+
&R 10 We2 13 11 gf Whi+ 12 el
gf with a clear advantage to Black
{Levenfish), (also Bilguer 1916).

T i ]
i Wel el
9 &SixhR

No better is 9 c3 &f2 10 ¥l
&6 11 &ixhs ds 12 od Spd 13
$e2 &e5(Levenfish), (atso Bilguer
1916).

* ... i

10 Wdi &6
11 dd d5 12ed Spd 13 el Hixdd
and Black has a winning amack
{analysis by Csank, Chexs Maonrthiy
1EED}.



7 The Quaade-Rosentreter Gambits

1 ed e5
1 f4 el
I g5

A 4 &3 Quaade Gambit
B 4 d4 Rosentreter Gamnit

A
4 &l

This ¢continsation (named after
a Dutchman, Capiain Quaade), as
well as the Rosentreter Gambit,
cannot give White a comfortable
game, if only because of the
possibility for Black to transpose
by 4 .. &g7! to favourable
variations of the Philidor or
Hanstein Gambit.

4 gd
5 S
For 53 &cd see the McDonnell
Gamhit (p.34).
= QRS Whd |
6 g3 fg
7 Wapd (25)

This rook sacrifice is the idea of
the gambit. Black now has:
Al 7. g2+?
A2 7 ... Wpd!

Al
g A—— g2+?
Accepting the sacrifice gives
White a winning attack.
B ¥xhd gh¥
9 Whs & dé
No better is 9 ... §hé 10 d4 d6
Il &ixh6 de 12 0-0.0 (12 WxeS+is
also adequate) 12 ... &xho+ 13
Wxhé Wi 14 5d5 (Bilguer 1916)
14 . &pd 15 AbS+c616 Bt Wh3

17 W6 and Whitc wins (Levenfish).
1 w7+ Hds
11 44 el

a) 11...c6 12 Kgst &cT 13 Wed,
b) 11 ... Wgl 12 &e2! Wxhl 13
Se5+ He7 14 WeT winning.

12 &eS

and White has a won position
(Kreres),

Al
1 Higd!
3 Dixpd d5
9 &hd de

10 &+ &d8 1] Rxcd dxcl 12
&ifxed ph 13 Exh2 and although
he is a pawn down White does not
have the worst of it (Schmid 1584),

B
4 gd
5 &es Whd+
6 g3 fg
7 Wxgd

and now Black has a choice again
between:

Bl 7.. g2+
B2 7 ... Wxgd!
B1

T s g241

Winning the rook gives White a
strong attack.
B Wxhd gh#r
g &Sl
This is stronger than the
continuation recommended by
Roscntreter: 9 Wh3 Wxed+ 10
Re? fe7 11 W7+ Hd8 12 &p5
ch 13 Wif+ 7 14 &xe? HixeT 15
WxhE ¥hd+ with the better game
for Black.
? ... 46!
Inferior is 9 ... &c6 10 WhHS
Sixed 11 WxesS+ &Sed |2 Wxhi
Wxh2 13 L3 Wg3+ 14 $d2 W7
15 $xg7 Kxg7 16 &bS &d8 17
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dcd ab |B &3 and White stands
better (Schmid}.
0 &xf? &e?

If Black takes the knight, 10
Fxf7, he risks losing his queen
after 11 Whi+ &e? 12 S0

11  Wh5 &6
12 Hwdét drd8

After 12 .. dd7 Black gets

mated,
13 &+
with perpetual check (ILevenfish).

B2
T Wapd!
This leads to advantage for
Black.
8 4&wxgd ds
9 Hied
Hardly consistent is Cordel's
recommendation 9 &es? 15 10
Kbt &eT Il ed and White does
not bave sufficient compensation

for the piece.
W i de
10 hg Dob

11 &b5 &g7 12 d5 ab 13 &ad bS
14 dc ba and Black stands better
(Schmid),

From the analyvsis ghvem i the
preceding chaplers it will be seen
phar in answer o 3 .. g3 Whire huy
only one means of obiaining a
completely equal game, and that is
the Kieseritsky Gambir.

In those cases where White does
not ioke advaniage of this possibifity
Black geis the better position.



8 The Fischer Defence

1 o4 €5
2 4 ef
1 &N dh

Old theoretical manuals ars
rather negative about this last
move of Black but, as will be seen
from what follows, it has become
clear, thanks to the analyses of
R.Fischer, that it is difficult for
White to cbtain an advantage. He
is now deprived of the possibility
of transposing into the Kieseritzky
Crambit,

White's choice now lics between:
A4 dRcd
B 4 dI7?

C4 44

A
4 dcd hé

Editor's nete: Fischer, in his
article *A Bust to the King's
Gambit® American Chesy Quarterly,
Vol, 1, No. 1, Summer 1961, said,
*This 1n conjunction with Black™
previpus move [ would like to call

the Berlin Defence Deferred”.
Mow White has nothing better

than to transpose into the Hanstein

Gambit by 5 d4 g5 6 0-0.

The attempt to avoid this order
of moves brought White nothing
in Planine-Tukmakov, Yugoslavia-
USSR, Vijacka Banja 1965: 5 ba™
ffe6eSde 7 Hixes HASR0-D feh
9 Wel &b 10 Lb2 Hixes 11 fxes
cf 12 4c3 with unclear prospects.
It is possible that this idea can be
improved upon by 5 b3. Bhend-
Gosteli, 1969, continued 5 ... &ich
6 &b2 &6 7 £c3 KT 8 We with
chances for both sides.

B
4 43 g5
5 b4 £4
B1 & dd
Bl & Sel!
Bl
6 Sdd

This meve is given by Bhend,

with the lollowing possikilities:

Bl 6 ... &g7

B12 & ... ‘Wie

B13 6 ... 2h6

B11
6 ... 2g7
T WS

B Wh §ie7
9 Wh5+ Dbt 10 SHixcd Sixehd 11
oS WxgS 12hp 3 13 gf el 14 &0d2
Epgd 15 &2 with an equal game.

B12
68 ... Wis
7 &ibs &hiab
8 4d2 i3

9 &c3 W4 10 £xh8 Wgd+ 11 &d2
(g 12 @xp? Wxy2+ 13 &l withan
unclear position.

B13

6 ... S hé

7 Aa2 &6
B h5 d5 9 e5 WeT 10 We2 £(d7
11 &f5 Web 12 &xhe Wxhé 13 g3
with advantage to White.
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From the diagram Bizck has
two MAin continuationg:

Bl1 6 ... Wi

B12 6 ... jthe

B21
6 ... - 13
7 ad Ear
B &) Sipe?

Or8 .. Zeh9 Hds £xd5 10 ed
Wes+ ] &ied Wxds 12 5 xfd with
good compensation for the pawsn.

9 &h$ &y
10 &3 es
11 d4 £:5¢6 12 e5 Who 13 ed od 14
df &e5 15 Wd2 White has an
excellent position.

B22

6 ... -1 1

7T 4&d2
and nownot7... §1f6 8 £e2 HIh3G
g3 which is good for White, but 7
-6 8 5l deh O Suge? WG or
9 Hice2 W6 10 &cl He5 11 d4 138
which are beiter for Black,

C
4 d4 g5
Alsp possible 1s 4 ... &6 5 fic3
&hs 6 fel? 24 7T 0-0g6 8 fcd
Axe29 Sixe? 2g7 10 H1d3 Sich L
cd 0-D 12 &exfd with a slight
advantage to White (analysis by
Hay).
5 bd
After 5 &od White, in addition
to the transposition to the Hanstein
Gambit has to reckon with 5§ ...
g4!?. Dal-Danberg, Sweden 1368,
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went 6 Rifd gf T W3 Wha+ (7 ...
dict! deserved attention) 8 &gd
Wi6 9 Wb3 Dho 10 Zfl WeT 11
Hel &o7 with chances for both
gides. On & 00, Calvo-Gligorie,
Montilla 1977, continued & ... gf'7
Wl We! 8 5 de O de Wxel 10
Jexf7-7 HxfT 11 fxfd WS witha
winning advantage for Black,

B ane B4
C1 6 Higsn
) 6 el

C1
6 DS f6!

And not6 .., h6? T &1xf7 &x(7 8
£cd+ &g7 9 @xf4 and by
comparison  with the normal
variation of the Allgaier Gambit
White has an extra tempo and
consequently his attack is very
difTicult to meet, as Kholodkevich-
Zakharov, Moscow 1962, confirms:
B ... &6 10 el HhS 110-0 Wxhd
12 &e? Hich 13 3 We? 14 Wd3
&ydk 15 e5 Wel 16 Eacl We6 17
Weld 415 18 d5 &gl 19 Lidd Gig?
20 &Hxf5 Sxfs 21 243 Bh7 22
KxfF Wxf5 23 &xhé and White
W1 A

7 &Hhl

O 7 Xxfa fg 8 &xgs (f 8 hg
then 8 .. 27 8 ... &e7 ¢ Wd2
46 and White hos inadequate
compensation for the piece.

y ——— gh

3 Whs+ &d7?
Heuer-Randviir, Tallinn 1949,
White has inadequate compensation
for the piece.

2

§ &gl (27

MNow Black has several lines:
C21 6 ... §f6
C22 6 ... &he
C21 6 ... 3
24 6 .. D6

C21

0 -umen W6

T &l b

4 o5

Or 8 fge2 139 Higd 12+ 10 de2

b6 11 &p5 &a6+ 12 ded &h6 13
Wxed with the better game for
White {Bhend).

BE s de
2 Swd We7
10 de Wxes

11 el &g7
11 ... &4d7 would be met by 12
242! with strong threats.
12 Dde+ <+18
13 axf4
White has a dangerous imuative
(Hay).

Cl2

7 &ied
Hay suggests 7 #el WS &
b3 73 0 &3 2+ 10 dre2 fie7 1
&xh6 ¥xho 12 Wel when White
gets back the pawn with guite a
good endgame. In Planine-Portisch,
Portoro®-Ljubljana 1973, Black
tried B ... $1e7 9 Wd2 &ibeh 10 g3
ad7? 11 gfO-0-0 12 Sp2 We? 1345
Fie5 14 W3 &bh 15 W2 with a
balanced position,
i (e cé
7 ... Duo6! is a more enterprising
move. Planinc-(iigorié, PortoroZ-
Ljubljana 1977, continued § $ge2
139 @t (24 10 Exf2 g3+ 11 Exgld
06 12 Re? Hpb 13 S2 Hpd+ 14
Sxgd kxgd 15 Wd3 &gT 16 Rel
Wd7 17 @cel 0-0-0 18 fgd {519
§ixfs Bdff! 20 Sxe? Wxg? 21
&el Sibd 22 Wel WeT 23 Wabd
Exfa! 24 &d2 Wxed 25 Hagl k(5
26 Wb3 Hgl3 27 Sh2 Ef2+ 0-L
7 .o &6 is also worth a look.
After 8 &ge2 d5 9 e5 &h5 10 g3
§ict. 11 Dxfd Hxf4 12 x4 Lxfd
13 gf S1e7 14 h5 EgB Black had a
fine game in Hebden-Thipsay,
Commonweaith Ch, London 1985,
8 443
This move descrves practical
testing. The alternative is § &gel
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W6 0 g3 3 10 &84 and While has
good prospects in the centre in
return for the pawn (Bhend).

g .. Wie

9 5 de
10 Hed W7
[1 de W oS
12 Wel!

This is stronger than 12 242 £5)
13 &c3 We? 14 We? (bad is 14
Bah¥ fe) 14 ... fe 15 Wixed Wyed—
16 kxed 46 |7 &x160-D 18 Rgs
K27 and Black retains his extra

pawn.

C23
6 ... (i)
7 gl &e7
B ded axhd+

9 &d2 &b U el Rf6 11 el
with unclear play.

C24
B 1 [

This leads to a position charac-
teristic of one of the wmain
lings of the Kieseritsky Gambit:
T &xfd Hixed B ZHd2 WeT 9 Wel
@ixd2 10 Txd2 Wxe2+ 11 Hixed
Despite the pawn deficit, White's
chances are not worse {Hay).



9 3. @f6

1 o4 ef
2 M el
3 &f afh

This is a deferce in the spirit of
the fight which takes place in the
cpening nowadays: Black avoids
weakening his pawn chains and
sets complicated tactical play in
motion.

[f we exclude the possibility
White has of transposing to
Variation A of the nexi chapter by
4 &ic3 d5 5 ed &ixdS, then the only
continvation for him is:

4 o5 &hs

Averbakh gives preference (o
4 .. &ed, when now:

a} Tolush-Averbakh, Kislovodsk
1960, went 5 d3 8ig5 6 Lxfd Hie67
g d5 B £c3 d4 9 Bed Hich 19
&e2 fe? 11 0-0 0-0 12 W2 with
the freer game for White. Arnason-
Zaitsev, Sochi 1980, varied here
with & ... @ixfH+ 7 Wxfl d6 8 &e2
&6 9 ed &xdt 10 c3 00 11 00
We7 12 & xd6 Wt when, according

te Suetin, White could have
obtained the advantage by 13 d4.
b) Fewer prospects are offered by
S5dd d56 &xfd o5 7 Hibd2 Bes 8
Fixed de 9 d5 ef 10 dc Wadl+ (ur
10... Wb6!7) 11 Hxdl be 12 gf Reb
13 Hgl with a roughly equal game
in Krasnov-Averbakh, Moscow
Ch 1970,
Now White has:

A S g4t

B 5 &l

C5ae2

DS d4

E 5 Wel

A

5 g

This move, which zttempis to

take advantage of the awkward
position of the black king’s kuight,
has been suggested by some
Tashkent players.

5 .. iz
6 d4 d5s!
Weaker 1s 6 ... d6 7 &ig5 g6 8

W3 6 9 Lcd We7 10 hg fg 1
Bxh3 gh 12 $ahi+ &d7 13 fxgs
WoT 14 eb+ with 3 winming attack,
Airapetov-Tinger, Tashkent 1952,
T fps iy
8 hg

No betteris 8 W3 160 b WeT 10

hg fg 11 Exh5 ®xetr+ {Cheremisin},
S Sixgd!

But not & ... &e779 ZxhS gh [0
Wxh5 &xg5 11 &xp5 Wd7 12 Dl
ch |3 Whe! Web 14 WgT ZfE 15
Rd3! as Cheremisin=Artyushikin,
Moscow 1959,

9 W &if5
10 &wh7 EeT!

Black wins.
B
5 Hed
And now:
Bl15..d5
Bl 5..d6
Bl
& e ds
6 d4 b

a} On 6 ... g5 very strong is 7 g4/
Gl (badis 7. &xpd 8 Hgl)Ehd
Rxgd 9 hg De6 10 Rh3 £x03 1]
Wxfl @Dxdd 12 Wxfa Sxc2+ 13
d] &xal 14 Hfl with a very
strong attack.
b} b ... &b T fe? g5 B U-0 Hphy
Wd3 Hgb 10 Whs gd 11 el a6 12
Wxd5 Sixdd 13 &d3 leads to a
complicated position in which
White's chances are preferahble.
7 kel
Unclear play resultsafter 7 g3 fg

3. a4

§ &igs gh ? 3 16 10 hg fg 11
Hah3 g4 12 %hl gh 13 %xh5+
D2d7 1d et ST 15 42044+ Bd6 16
7+, White's attack seems good
enough for a draw.
T EEw [ i

If ... gk, then 8 0-0 g5 9 Wd3
EhE{if5... Epgd 10 & ha). Thisisa
recommendation of Gahlabeck,
hut Rlack's roak shuttle can
inspire no confidence. Gahlnbeck
continues with 10 p3 &p7 11 gt
B85 12 ¥Wdi o4 13 Hel hSand isof
thc opinion that Black stands
better. Keres however, points out
that after 14 &1p2 there iz nothing
wrong with this position for White.

B Dixgh

with somewhat the better prospects
for White,

B2
- TR dé
6 &ed d1ch
T Wel S ed!
B fixeb fe
L Rxdé

Or 9 .. ¥xd6 10 &ig5 Wej ||
WxeS Hxel 12 dd &7 13 Gineb
with equal chances.

1 Wxeb+ WeT
11 Wxe7+  dixe?
The position is level (Gahunbeck],

C
5 Rel (28
With this move White tries to
take advantage of the awkward
position of the black knightin the
quickest way possible,



C1 %..g5"
C2 5. d6M
A5 .. gh
1
5 . g5

This, the old move, allows
White to complicate the position
to s benefit with variation CI2.
C11 6 %ixg5
CI12 6 00!

Ct1
6 Sxgs Wxgs
Much better than Schlechter’s
recommendation & .., $pg3T 7 hg
Wxg5 § gd! Wxe59.dd and 10 00
with & big lead in development.
7 dxhS Wl
Or, as was played in one of
Shumanov's pames: 7 ... Whd+ B
dfl &cS5 % dd gxdd 10 Lxf7+
dx{7 11 Wadd daeh 12 et de 13
Wxhs &5 and now on 14 fvd2 there
conld have followed 14 ... fgd! 15
Wxal Hdd 16 &3 exfI 17 Ld2
Wed 18 Sgl &d119 Ehl We2+ 20
gl 13 21 gf &fd mate (Glaskov).
8 W Wxi3

2 Sxf3 D!

10 Zixcé de
11 d4 &he 12 Efl &5 13 Hal
&18 14 Exl4 & p6 withslightly the
beiter game (or Black.

C12

& 00 des

T d4
and White obtains an advantage,
Here the following variations are
possible:
a) 7 .. d5 (7 ... d& does nat alter
things) 8 Wd3 Zg6 9 &h4 Ehé L0
&xh5! Bxh5 11 &f5 ®Wd7 (even
worse is 11 ... Jxf5 12 Wx{5 Wd77?
13 Exf4) 12 g4 fg 13 &xgd and
White stands better {(Gahlnbeck),
b) 7...g4 & Del d5 and now:
b1 % & xf4? &ixf4 10 Exfd S hé
b2} % £d3! after which 9 ... {37 1s
not playable because of 10 &xf3!
(Glaskov).

2
5 ... dé
6 00 de
7 TxeS

7 d4 would transpose ioto
Camara-Sayeed, Lucerne Ol 1952,
That gamec continued 7 ... ed §
ficd Reb 9 fxeb fe 10 We2 &b
11 ¥xe6+ We7 12 Wh3 with an
unclear position.

C2l 7... fic5+
CI2 7... Wde+

2l
7 ST LS
8 &hl ke

B ... &g3+ 9 he fg does nof wark
because of 10 b5+ ch 11 Whigh
12 Fixch St 13 WeS+ Wel 14
Wxh&+ &d7? 15 Wxh7.

b X,
Stronger than 9 £:d37 played in
Chigarin-Marco, Vienna 1903,
L S @bd7
M xd? Lxd7
11 d4 &d6 12 gxfa gxfd 13 Exiq
) 14 £d3 with advantage to
White.

22
T s Wd4 |
B hl 116
9 &dl &dé
Bad is 9 ... g5 10 b3! Wxal 1]
b2 Wxa? 12 Sx16 Hgi 13 k4!
with a very strong attack,
14 ¢
Another satisfactory move lor
White is 10 &ic3.
After [0 ¢3, wherever Black
retreats his queen, White plays 11
&ixf4 and obtains a small advantage.

C3
5 waw gb
6 d4 a7
7 040 o6
8 &Sl 0-0
9 f&d5

A supgestion of  Korchnos.
After 9 Sel de 10 &xh5 gh 11 de
Wxdl 12 &Zixdl &Heb 13 fxfd
{Chigorin-Steinitz, Havana 1892)
and Black could have obtained the
advantage by 13 . SixeS 14 el

Red,

3. &fs 47

L ST de
10 de Lt
11 ©wid Hxdl
12 Hxdl &ixfd
13 &xH seb
with equality.

]
5 o4

Black now has two main pos-
sibilities:
bl 5..d5
Bl 5.. dé!

The immediate 5 .., 257 is
refuted by 6 g4l

D
B i d5
Now either of the following is
good for White:
D11 6 c4
D12 6 Kel

D11
6 od dich
Oré6 ... &bd+7 &icd Lch R de?
009 00 $xc3 (even worseis 9.,
de 10 d5 &c5+ 11 &hl &7 12
EnpS 8IS 13 Hiced) 10 be fed 11
Sel Gxe? 12 Wiel g5 13 dxfd,
as Muchnik-Dzhalarov, Moscow
Garrison Ch 1952,
T Lel
Chercmisin recommends 7 od
Wxd5 § 3 fKbd U ge? ggd 10
0-0 £xc3 11 be 0-0 12 3L,

T s Ji bt
8 &d2 Axd2+
¥ Wd2 -0

1€ od Wxd5 11 @3 Wdi 12 00
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£gd 13 Badl Se? 14 Hip8! dxel
15 Wae? g6 [6 cb! 16 17 2f7
is Yerkhovsky-Ambayev, RSF3R
1959.

D12
6 el
With the threat of 7 0-0 and

§ fel.

D121 6 ... g5

D122 6 ... &ked

Di21
b o g5
7  &xgs

In Lutikov-Kuzmin, Sochi 1970,
7 0-0 was played whereupon Black
should have replied 7 ... Hg8!
T v Wxgs
B &xhS gl
Inferior is § ... Wha+ 3 &1 &e6
10 &f3 &et 11 $e3 with the
betier game for White, R Byrne-
Guimard, Mew York 1951.
9 W Wi
White gets a dangerous attack
after 9 ... Wxc2 10 Sicd,
10  &xi3 ch
11 &xfd &S
with chances of equalising for
Black.

D122

& i Sy

7 00 ek

After 7 ... £e7 White can still

carry out his plan of 8 Sl &xe2 9
Wael gb 10 843,

8 3 g6

9 el Bvel

10 Wxel WeT
and now, az Kerez points oul,
instead of 11 &d3 5 12 &Hafd
&xfd 13 &xid4 &Sdi 14 g4, as
in Bhend-Pachman, Kecskemet
1964, very strong is 11 'Wh5 0-0-0
12 &dd,

D2
5 ... dé (29)
Probably the stronpest line for
Black.

MNow, although White has three
possibilities, the first two offer
him very little:

D21 6 &l
D22 6 ded
D23 6 Wel!?

D21
6 Sl de
T Wel apd
8 WxeS+ AeT!
Not B ... WeT?% £4d5! as in Rep-
Szckely, Abbazia 1912
o &idS ik
10 &b5 -0
11 &xch Kds!
with a small advantage to Black
{Gahlrbeck).

D12
& secd &ach]

6 ..d57 de? transposes to Bl
above, which is favourable to
White.

7 el

Marshall-Schlechter, Vienna 1903,
went 7 0-0 de & We? fgd 9 el
Sd6 10 de Sc5+ L1 &hl 0-0 with
an equal pame. Black's play
however, can be improved upon:
9 ... wxf3! 10 Exf? Wxdd+ 11 &ed
Wd7 and 1t is doubtiul whether
White's lead in development can
compensate him [or his marerial
deficit,

e de
§  Wel Apd!
9 45 Kxf3
10 Wxfa Whd~+
11 g2 Tidd
12 Wed dixg3
Also possible is 12 ... WeT.
13 heg Wxpit+
14 <ndl 0-0-0

with an obvious advantage to

Black (Gahlnbeck).

D23
6 2!
A little-analysed line which
leads to great complications.
6 ... ds
Mot 6... Re? because of Tad cd
and B Whi+ winning a piece.
7 od
It should be pointed out that the
attempt to exploit the black king’s
knight’s position by 7 g3 does
not work: 7... (g & 5 g6 9 Wl fo

J.o. a6 49

10 hg fg 11 Hxh5 pd (a2 mistake
would be 11 ... gh 12 @Wxh5+ &d7
I3 &xg5 ReT 14 Rh3+ &eh 15
Who+ &b5 16 &1+ and Black is
soon mated). Now because White
cannot check from h3 the attack
lails {Cheremisin).

T e Leb
5 o & xds
9 &3 &6 (30)

This position requires practical
testing. White's chances would
seeim to be preferable,

10 &d2

The immediare 10 &wd5 Wxd5
11 Wed failsto 11 ... dhd+ 12 &2
Wacd 13 Rxcd &ixddl.

"M ... tbhi
11  &wxds Wxds
17 =00 Wxal

Or 12 .. 000 13 Wed AxdXH
14 Hxd2+ Wxcd+ 15 dxcd 6
16 sef+ &HE 17 Lpd 26 13
&xh5 with the better chances for
White,

13 49
and now:
a) 13 . fexd2+ 14 GixdZ? Wads 15
Wxh5 Wxes 16 Waedt+ &xes 17
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Bcl {6 18 &icd 0-0-0 19 Sixesfe 20
Hae5 Bhed 21 Exef Excd 32 &d)
with a shzht advantage for White
i1 the endgame.

by 13 ... Walt 14 Jc? ¥add
15 &bl &e7 (15 ... &xd2 |6 cdl)
16 Wh5+ Wxbi 17 fxb5t+ cb
1B 4ixbd4 cb when White has
compensation for the sacrificed
pawms.

E
5 Wel
This is a sharpidea of Keres, the
aim being to use the unsatisfactory
position of the black knight on h3
for creating an attack against
Black's king-side position.
- T Be?
6 d4 0-0
Losing is 6... £hd+7 7 &dl 00
B g4l fzg 9 Wg2! This last move i3
stronger than the plausible 9 Wed?
which can be met by 9 ... g2! 10
&xg? &e? and it is difficult tor
White to regroup his forces for a
decisive attack, whilst on 9 Wg2!
Black™s position is indefensible,
Randviir-Tepaks, Tallinn 1946,
T ud
An interesting idea was tricd
cut in the game Basman-Griffiths,
Bognor Repis 1968: 7 &cd d6
E %d2 de 9 de Rhd+ 10 23 (g 1]
00 2d7 12 hg &xgld 13 Whi
&ixhl 14 &ixhd £ga 15 £d3 2xdl
16 15 Wad3 17 od &gd |8 Shot
gh 19 #xh6 &d7 20 ©d5> Hael
21 &fe+ 1-0. But Black should
play & ... &co 9 600 Rgd

with the betler game,
T .. fg
8 Wg2

White cannot achieve anything
with the adventurous 8 hg fixgl
9 Wh2 Sixhl 10 &d3 5! (but not
10 ... pgb because of 11 Who!)
and now:
ay 11 ef po!:
aly 12 &gS hS 13 Lxgh Exf6
(Alekhine);
a2) 12 sxg6he 13 @5 abd+ 14
el HeB+ 15 ddl Wxfé (Keres)
when, as in (al), Black repels the
attack whilst preserving his material
advantage,
b} Also dubious is 11 fed+ dhi
12 &ic3, when adequate for Black
is the simple 12 ... bS5 13 &xb5 (or
13 £xb5chand 14 .. d5) 13.._d5
14 ed cd 15 Rd5 &d7! 16 &xal
dxb5 17 K14 &ch I8 0-0-0 &f2
19 &xch &xch 20 Wil &xf3
21 W3 dgs et

... d3
9 hg 3.2
10 &h2 (3

a) 10 X e3 led to a bad position for
Whiaie in Randviir-Tolush, Tallmn

1945: 10 ... &eb [ &l de 12 d5
@bd 13 @wxe’ Wek 14 &d2 W5
15 Gxgd Wee?+ 16 del Sd3+
17 #xd3 Wxg? and Black wins,
b) 10 &d3!? is Keres' recommend-
ation and worthy of attention. [t
would then be a mistake to play
10 ... de? 1F Suxed $xdd 12 Wed!
winning a piece for White (12 ..,
Wxed+ 11 Qxed Hingd 14 Suh7+
whi 15 Eh2 fe6 16 274 —ediror's
nate),
0 ... Gixpd

The most dangerous continu-
ation for White,

Weaker is 10 ... Wd7 11 &wgd
Wxgd 12 de? Wxgd+ 13 W
Wxf2+ 14 &x{2 and now:

a) ... Bc6 15 Txhs iz in Whire's
favour, Ney-Bannik, USSR 1952,
b) 14 ... de 15 de fc5+ 16 &g

3. B 52

©c6 17 Bxh5 with advantage o
While,
11 EHal!

This iz stronger than 11 &ixgd?
@ixh] 12 Wyh1 de etc. as oceurred
in Gusev-Shcherbakov, Tvov 949,

n ... L5t
12 &3

In Wade-Alexander, Staunton
Memorial 1951, 12 &F4? which is
in accord with the old recom-
mendalions, was played. The
game continued 12 .., ded 13 803
£h5 with a big advantage (o
Black.

After the text move, Keres gives
12... &h3 13 Bh! kg6 14 elor
14 de3. The unsatisfactory position
of the black knight on hS,
however, can hardly outweigh
White's material costs,
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1 ed e5
2 4 ef
3 &3 ds
4 o & fe

One of the most popular lines in
the King’s Gambit. Black, refusing
o make any material gains,
destroys White's centre and aims
for the speediest possible develop-
ment of his pieces.

4 ... &d6, with a rather different
development of the pieces in mind,
has also bezn played, e g.:

a) § ©c3 DeT 6d4 007 Rdd Hd7
g 0-0, Spassky-Bronstein, 271h
USSR Ch, Leningrad 1960, and
now instead of the natural ¥ ...
&f5 Bronstein lost 2 fatal (empo
with § ... hi? Play then continued 9
Geq! &xds 10 c4 &ed 11 Rxedfe
1205 42713 e HeR 14 Wdl el
15 &6t with a won position for
White. Editor's note: the conclusion
was 15 ... @M% 16 Dxf7 elW+ 17
Hxfl 4f5 18 WxfS Wd7 19 W4
Af620 @3eS5We72] 2b3 Kxe522

ixed+ Th7 23 Wed+ 1-0.

b) § &b+ £d7 6 fxd7+ Hxd7

700 $eT B cd 0-09 dd bb 10 &1

Sug6 11 Wd3 &6 12 2d2 Wd7 13

Hael Hfe® 14 a3 a5 15 £b3 with

the better position for White,

Gurgenidze-Radovici, Tiflis 1960.
After 4 ... §\f6 White has four

main possibilities;

AS Red

B 5 &3

C 5 2b5+

D5 cd

A
5 Sed SixdS
For 5 .. £d6 see B].
f  Rxds
It is doubtful if this is the best
maove. Black plaved the opening
very badly and lost guickly in
Bronstein-I. Zaitsev, Moscow 1969:
600 det 7 2b3 2467 § cd DeT
9 d4 High 10c5 ReT 11 mxehife 12
Tel 00 13 Exeb Lxc5? 14 Whi
Sxdd+ 15 Sxdd Wadd 16 Le3! 1-0.

An improvement here would be
T ... &cT, Spassky-Pyicl, Nice Ol
1974, went 7 We2 Re7 Bd4chi(s ..
0-0 is simpler) 9 &l 0-0 10 @xd5
cd 11 Rd3 &ch 12 &xtd with an
advantage for White.
b o Wxd5
7 D3 Wda!
White got the advantage in
Leonhardt-Szckety, Abbazia 1912,
after 7 ... #Wh5? 8 dd £d6 9 Wel+,
a8 00 KLe?
9 d4 0-0
10 Sxfd ol
with a level game despite While's
lead in development.

B
5 &3
And now:
Bl 5 .. &dé
BZ 5 .. &ixds!

Bl
e &dé (32}

Contrary to the opinion of
Keres and Pachman, who refer to
Sdmisch-Pachman, Prague 1943,
it is not easy (or Black to equalise

I..d54 ed ufp 53

after this mave.
6 &Ecd
Better than 6 &b5+ &bd7 {not
A .. kd7? 7 We2+ We? & Wxe7+
kT & dod Eel 1000 &I 1144
and because of the bishop on d7
Black is unable woprevent 12 &ies,
afier which White had sn advantage
in Evans-Filip, New York 1950} 7
We2+ WeTl § WxeT+ Sxe7 ¢ 040
HdB 10 dd &bs 11 &d2 £15 12
fiel &8 which is cgqual, Pomar-
Medina, Las Palmas [974,
B s -
7 04 bt 7
Black egualised in Bronstein-
Matanevié, USSR v Yugoslavia,
Lvov 1962, after 7 ... cO B dd cd 9
Sixds Red 10 Hafet Wl 1)
Bxed fe 12 Bes5 &xes5 13 de Wxes
14 Axfd WeS5+ 15 &hl &b
However, instead of |1 f&xe6, 11
#e? deserves attention, when
White's position looks the more
attractive.
B d47
This natural move (8§ a3? was
played in Simisch-Pachman) offers
White pood prospeets, cg. & ..,
Bibé 9 Ab3 &pd (if % ... a5 then
1O a3!) 10 Wd3 with the threat of
Il &wes,

B1
- g Fixd St
6 &xd5
No better is 6 fc? &xed 7 be
Sd6 B dd 009 0-0 &ich 10 4 bb 11
cd fgd 12 Gel fxel 13 $Wxe2
Wha 14 &3 Whi with an equal
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game, Spielmann-Nyholm, Abbazia
1912,

f S WxdS

T d4 waTt
a) 7... d6? is considerably worse:
£ ¢4 and now;
al) & .. Wedt+ 9 &2 &F5 10 c5
®eT 11 Eb5H1ch 12 Scd Zeh 13
Bel Wgo |4 §xebfe 15 Wh3 with
a won position, Schlechier-Mieses,
Vienna [903,
a3 § ... Weit+ 9 @f2:
a%i}9 ... W16 10c5 &e7 1] Wd2!
E5 12 bd and 13 &b2;
a2 9 ... c5 10 &d3 Who 11 Hel+
&1f8 12 We? £d7 13 b4! with a big
advantage to White, Reti-Nyholm,
Baden 914,
b) 7 .. &pd is also inadequate;
B &xfd dc69 fxe7 and now:
b1)§ .. &xf3 10 Wxf3 Wx3 11 gf
Hcl 12 &3 $1xd4 13 00400 White
is hetter, Stoltz-Rellstab, Swine-
milnde 1932;
b2)9... &d7 10 &p3 He8+ 11 &2
wc® 12 c3 h5 was Spelmann-
Eliskascs, match game 1937, Now
instead of 13 h4 White should play
13 Wh3 W5 14 2b5! Be6 15 Hael
with a big advantage, Barle-
Marioni, Ljubjana 1973,

8§ o

This, the main line, is probably

ol the best.
a] 8 &e2, a recommendation of
Tartakower, is still untested. I
transposes to variation C of the
Conningham Gambit {see next
chapter, p.71).
) &8 fKd3? was tned out in

Rubinstein-Yates, Hastings 1922
There followed B... g59 #e2? &5
10 &5 WxtS 11 g4 (following
Rubinstein-Kostié, Hapue 1921 -
ed ) L] .. Wd7 and now it becomes
clear that 12 &xg5 would be met
by 12 ... &wh 13 ¢3 0-040 with a
very strong attack for Black,
However, instead of 9 We2? there
arc two stronger continuations:
bl) 9 cd! Web+ 10D &2 intending
11 Hel {Enwe).
b2y e 0-0pd (9. &pd 103 GicH1]
Wh! Wybi [2ab) 10 Sel Wadd+
11 h! in both cases with some
initiative for the pawn,
R caas Wed+

B ... ¥do could be met by 9 ¢S5
Wit as in Korchnoi-Borisenko,
Tula 1950, and now instead of 10
&b5+ cb 11 &e2, stronger is 10
Wd2! g5 11 b4 and 12 2b2 with
advaniage to White.

Now White has:
B11 9 &0l
B2} % de2

Bl

21533

B211 10 ¥ad-

B112 10 me2

B113 10 5

Bll1
10 VFad+ At A
11 Rdl 0-0-0
12  Hel We2

Not12 ... &hd+ 13 g3 fg+ ldhg
Sxgd+ 15 &xpl Wed+ 16 &2
Gwdd 17 GweS! Re2 18 Wxa?
wis+ 19 %3 which wins for
White (Novikov).

13 ¥xec2 Sixc2
14  &xfd Zhel
is better for Black (Levenfish).

Bl12
10 Kl ek
11 Hel 0-0-0
12 4n W2+

13 Wrxe2 R xe2
14 x4 Eheg
with an equal game,
Inferior is 14 ... 16715 d5 &ib4
16 Hacl &:d3+ 17 &xd3 fixd3 18

JieS Novikov-Borisenko, Leningrad
1956.
B213

18 o5 b

According to Spiedmann 10 ... g5
is bad because of 11 b5+ cf 12
Hel Wcl+ 13 Wxe2 &xc? 14 Rcd
hé& 15 Hel %7516 &ixfd gf 17 Hael
Lefi I8 Rxe6 fe 19 Hxelt EhT 20
&ihd &dE 21 &gb £g522 hd and
White wins.

11  &bS wWds
12 &xf4

3..d54ded Bf5 55

Cr 12 Eel Red 13 B2 5,

1 ... U-U-0
13 &ed &fa
14 a4 Sed!

Kieninger-Eliskases, Stuttgart 1939,

In Keres' opinion White's best
chance in this position s to
iranspose into the slightly worse
ending by 15 fxct Wxeh 16 Wxch
Bxcé,

B121
0 kel &6
10 00 &fS
11  Hel O-0-0
12 &A Wel

The position is equal. Spiclmann—
Milner-Barry, Margate 1938

C
5 &b5+
The most dangerous for Black,
. A b

Alternatives are not particularly
attractive:
a)5 .. &d¥:
alt 6 fcd WeT+7 Lel (worseis 7
We2 b5 8 WaeTH Sxe70 £b3cH
10 de Suacé 11 d4 g d6 Tokmansky-
Rajzman, Tallinn 1976} 7 .., fixd3
B 0-0 &1cé 5 cd &b 10dd g5 11 c5
fdf and now, instead of {2 Wh3
g4 13 Wxd5 gf 14 £xi7 0-0-0 15
&xfd deb, Cheremisin-lvanov,
Moscow 1965, 12 &) dessrved
atiention.
aZ) & Welt el Td6cd 4 d4 0-0
O &ic3 HeB 10 &xd? Sibad? 1100
Wbt 12 ad K18 is beiter for White
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(Korchnoi).

by 5 ... Sbd7 and now:

Bl 6 cd adh 7 fexd7+ 2xd7 & 0-0
with the better position for White,
02} 6 0-0 FHxd3 T cd &6 8 dd &eT
9 @xfd 00 10 fad Sbb 11 2b3
kg4 12 53 o6 13 Wd2 when
White had the better chances in the
Fame Broostein-Ragozin, Saltsjo-
baden [Z 1948,

6  de 34

Cl 6 ... &xch
C26.. bhe
C1
& ... Fixea!?

This move became fashionable
after the well known Hartston-
Spassky game from Hastings
1965-6.

T d4 £d6!

Of course not 7 ... WasS+ 8 £l
bt 9 0-0 Racd 10 We2+ with
advantage to White, Pachman-
Yymetal, Praguc 1953,

8 00

8 Wel+ is more commonly
played: § ... flef and now:

a) 9 ©pS5? is answered not by 9 .

WeT? but by 9 ... 0-0' 14 Sixed fe
11 #xes+ whi 12 & xch be 130-0
WcT 14 Wh3 Hack with a strong
initiative for the sacrificed pawn,
b) % &es 0-0 10 &xcb be 11 &xfd
&df 12 &3 6513 03 Lxgi+ 14
hg HeB Black had aclear advantape
in Harston=-Spassky. Editor's note:
The further course of the pame
was 15 &2 &f5 16 Wed Thi 17
£ic] Bed 18 WeS Higd+ 19 Epl
Wd7T 20 Efl Rxc2 2] Thd Gel 22
Hcl 2523 Eh6 fp6 24 Had &ipd
25 Eh3 Weh 26 el Wval 27 Sics
He3 28 Wd2 Haek (-1,

: R
9 &bhd2?

This is a refinement of an

interesting idea of Kuindzhi's,
who as White against Zaitscv,
Moscow 1970, played 9 ¢3 &pd
(stranger is 9 ... £d5H 10 Had
&xald 11 ba Wds 12 d3,

L sed

0 &l &7

11 &xcé be

12 ¥d3 wds
Glaskov-Simicyn, USSR 1972,
According to Korchnoi White can
gain the advantage by 13 &fes.

0-0

C2
6 ...
7 Red
Pachman’s recommendation, 7
Ac2 8d6 8 b3 0-09 &al followed
by I} &cd and 11 &b2, has not
undergone serious testing. None-
theless, 7 &2 deserves attention.
Lutikov-Holmov, Mascow 1970,

b

went 7 &e? £da # d4 009 of Hed
10 &3 HibdT 11 5t &l 1200
R 13 Hes! Zxes 14 de £26d7
(Black also gess a bad position
after the exchange of queens. 14 ..,
Wrdl 15 &2xdl Exe5 16 bd a5 17
Sixid4 Hef 1805 15b4a% 16 Ded
HExes 17 Ads Ed5 and now 18
Wad! (instead of 15 We2?) would
have assured White o big sdvantage.
7 &yds r15}

On 7... &d6 the check § We2+
may be unpleasant
a) B ... We7? O Wixe7+ @xe7 1000
Sef 11 Hel ©bd7 12d4 Ehed 13
Sxeh fe 14 &bd2 h6 15 Scd with
numerous weaknesses in Black's
camp, Bhend-Barcea, Ziirich 1939,
b} However, 7 ... &d6 need not
necessarily be dismissed entirely.
Furman has suggested § ... B!,
Genin-Bykov, Leninprad 1978,
continued 9 d4 &gd 10 0-0 Hhd7
11 &hl ®c? 12 £¢3 hé 13 b3
g5 14 &b2 Hgk 15 Hael &b6
16 Wdl Ed8 17 £es Sixcd with
a complicated game,
Cl1 800
C21 § &l

i d5ded Bfs 37

995 |
8 0-0
This, the wsusl move here, is
inferior 1o & &icit,
3 ... &dé
9 fped
a) White gets no advantage afer
¢ b3 00 1D cd &6 11 dd 5!
12 d5 &pd Lutkov-Geller, 27th
USSR Ch, Leningrad 1960,
by Black even gets the better game
afrer 9 dd 00 10 &c3 &xcd {1 he
C.E:
bi) 11 ... Zgd 12 Wd3 Hd7 13 23
&ibf 14 &h3 o5 Bronstein-Rorvinnik,
20th USSR Ch, Moscow 1952,
Editer's note: "My mind was only
on winning'" - Bronstein, bur be
was disappointed after 1S <4 W6
16 e SixeS 17 de $xes L dxid
Wh3 19 Bfel EfeB 20 a4 £e2 2]
Wel 5id7 22 a8 §f6 23 Lad Hed
24 g2 Sed 25 Wald g5 -1,
b2y 11 .. &d7 12 £d3 ¢5 13 &Hid2
cd 14 cd &16 15 Sed dgd 16 Wd2
&7 17 3 £S5 Bromstein-Lilicnthal,
Moscow Ch 1953,
W Leb
10 f$ied AcT!
Inferior is 10 ... 8eT 11 £b3
and now:
a) 11 ... 0-0 12 d4 &d7 13 Wel g5
14 ¢4 #1566 15 hd h6 16 hg hg 17
Bfxps! &xg5 18 £xf4 with a
decisive attack, Spassky-Sakharov,
Z27th USSR Ch, Leningrad 1960.
Edfior's note: The sttack won
through as follows: 15 ... 46 19
Hudl £15 20 &e5 fixed 21 Wued
Sxe5 22 de Wes 23 If5 W7 M
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Wd Rief 25 Hps Sixed 20 ExgT+
&xgT 27 Hd6 £gh 2% Wie+ &gk
20 &c? &xcd 30 Ed7 140,

by 11 ... £d7 12 44 £716 13 Hcpd
Sgd 14 Wd3 £d7 15 fxdS od 16
fxfd Tal-Winte, radio simul v.
Crechoslovak juniors 1960,

11 &b3 0~
17 d4 &7
13 c4 £ed

14 @ xe3d fe 15 S35 Suf6 16 &ixl6+
gl 17 ixeb fe 18 c5 h 19 Wd3 &5
20 Wxed Wedd 21 Wedd ed with
an equal game, Tal-Haubt, radio
simul v. Czechoslovak juniors
1960,

c12
L AT
An important improvement of
the variation. White prevents 8 ...
Sdf.
8 ... &eT
The attempt by means of § ...
&e6 to transpose to C21 fails 1o
9 &b3 (the simple 9 We is also
pessible) 9 ... £d6 10 Hed 2cT 11
s fpd 12 Wed+ and now Black
cannot play 12 ... £1e77 because of
13 &xi7+ 8 ... &$ixed is also ool
convincing. White replies 9 de!
and wheather Black replies 9
Wxdl+ 10 Fxd]l £J611 Belt or
9 ... &db iU Wd4 0D 1] Sxf4
White has the better game.

2 00 0-0
10 44 1
11 &d3 g5
12 &2 Lech

13 b3 BBdA7 14 ¢4 RF6 15 We2 ho

16 &b2 B8 Munischnik-Lilienthal,
1J85R 19%7. White stands muach
better.

D
5 ¢4
Thiz continuation gives Black
no difficulties at all,
5 ... ch
The simplest way of equalising.
Mot so reliable is 5 ... bAM 6
&c3 be 7 &xcd £db6 8 d4 Dbd7
and now instead of 9 $e2? as in
Simisch-Thelen, Prague 1943,
White could have obtained asmall
plus with 9 0-0 0-0 10 &ed Sixes
11 de f&xe5 12 f&xfd,
6 o4
a) The attempt to win a pawn is
unsatisfactory for White: 6 de?
Gixet 7ds Rpgd 8 d5 Exi3 9 Wxi3
Gies 10 Wxfa 2d6 with a strong
attack.
b} Interesting, on the other hand,
is & @ed de 7 ed!? &£dé (more
hopeful is the simple 7 ... &xdS
8 &ed @ixcld) B &bS+ (vbviously
stronger is 8 &o4 00 9 00 &pd
10 d4 HbAT 11 Wd3) 8 . &ibd7
O e+ WeT 10 WxeT+ Exe? 11
0-0 Td48 [2 d4 &bb with good play
for Black.
DI 6... «d
D2 6 .. dbd+

D1
T cd
T 5
It iz because of this move that
6 ... &b4+is commonly considered

wential for Black. However . . .
i SRy B &ich

Better than 7 ... b6 Ebd a5 9 el

2d47 W Exd? @xd? 11 e

{Keres) 11 .. ab 12 4b5 &6 13

&ad and White obtains a g

advantage.
8 x4 &e7
9 &l -0

10 &b5 Ged 11 00 Zgd 12 Wad
Axf3! 13 pgf (otherwise 13 ..
Swdd) 13 ... §p5 14 fiel Heband
Black has excellent counterplay,
Tolush-Averbakh, Leningrad 1956,

D2
& vsu Lh4+
T &3 cd
B &xfd 0-0

9 fe?

This is stronger than 9 &d3, if
only because it forces Black to
take immediately on ¢4, whereas
after 9 &d3 he has the choice
between 9 ... dcand 5 ... Hef+ 10
£es &ich 11 00 fixes 12 Hxesde
13 &xcd &ebd with an cqual game
{Keres).

9
1%

i de
Sxed (36)
EH A

_m&

i dSded &5 59

And now:
D21 110 ... Hek+
D22 10 .. sipd
D23 10 ... &ids!
D1
1 ... Zef+
11 &es

1l &ed fe6 12 Zveb Bxeb
13 0-0 @xc3 14 be 306 brings vs
by fransposition to a position
from the game Sdmisch-Schmidt,
Prague 1543, where Black has an
excellent game.

11 ... &heh
11 00 fHixes
13 {ixes

After 13 de? Wxdl+ 14 Haxdi
Fgd 15 &ig5 Keb! White cannot
avoid losing material,

13 ... Reb
and we have reached 1he position
assessed by Keres ag equal in
our note 1o White's 9th move,

02
... Rpd!?

An interesting possibility first
tried out in the game Brongtein-
Nikolayevsky, Leningrad 1971,

11 0 Guch
12 a3

12 d5 8¢5~ 13 &hl &Hd4 14
3 Dafd 15 gf &h3 is not very
attraciive for White,

12 ... 2as

13 &gS ExI3
14 Exf3 Wydd~
15 Wxdd

Draw agreed,



6 3. d5 4ed 86

D13
v ... 1d 5!

[t is strange that this logical
move has escaped the attention of
theoreticians and praclitioners [ur
such a long time.

11 &d2

Black gains the advantage afier
both:

a) 11 Rxd5 Wxd5 120-0 Sxed 13
bc &ch and

by1l &g57 &ixc3! 12 be &xci+ 13
&2 Wl

11 i &b
It is precisely this move and not
11 ... &xc3 12 bc HeBt+ 13 &ed
Wha+ 14 g3 Bed+ 15 &2 W5+
16 W3 (Obukhovsky-Makovsky,
Moscow 1960), that gives Black

the better game.

Now after, for example, 12 fel
[on 12 &b3 there could follow 12
HefB+ 13 &eS feb with
advantage to Black) 12 .. &b
Wwhite is in sericus difficultivy wyer

the defence of his d-pawn.

{1 The Cunningham Gambit

1 ed e5
1 i el
3 &3 Se7

This defence, supgested by
A. Cunningham at the beginning
of the [&th century, was for a very
long time considered not totally
correct, but its popularity during
the post-war wyears of the 20th
century, made 3 ... fe7 into one of
the most fashionable replies ta the
King's Knight's Gambit,

The most recent research reveals,
however, that it 15 not so simple
for Black to achieve equality with
this move,

Editor's note: Alexander Cunn-
ingham (1634-1737) was born in
Scotland. A diplomat and historian,
he was British Minister ta the
Republic of Venice from 1713 to
1720. Cunningham popularised
the line which was first attributed
to him in Bertin's The Noble Game
of Chess, London 1735,

Ad fed
B 4 fic3
C 4 fe2

A
d fed
This was for long comsidersed
forced becanse of the threat of the

check on h4. NMowadays preference
is given to 4 §ic3 (see B).

Al 4... Ahd+

A2 4 .. &fé
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All 5 g3
Al § &Ml

All
5 g3
This adventurous move was
often used in the last century.

§  ssn fe
6 00 ght+
7 &hl
And now:

Alll 7 ... &h6?

alll 7. d3!

Alll
T o &1h6?

A litle-studied continuatien,
which after the game Baretic-
Uremovié, Yugoslavia 1957, is
hardly likely 1o find any more

SUPpPUTLELS,
B M ds
9 @xds!

A new move. The old linc,
9 &xh6 de 10 @ed (- leads
tor unclear play.

- A3

It was apparently becausz of
this move, winning the exchange,
that 10 ®xd5 was never played,

10 Lxhé Axfl
11 Wxfl!

11 &xg?? would lead to un-
necessary complicalions siemming
from the opening of the g-file, e.g.
11 ... Hg& 12 &xb7 Rh3 13 fel
Bd7 14 Kxa® Hines and White
stands badly.

H 0-0
11 ... gh? loses to 12 &xf7+.

17 g2 W6
13 deld
Simpleris 13 gxg7 and White is

left with an extra piece.

| i [T ch

14  &ied cd
15 &xd5 Wds 16 DHixhd Wxhd 17
&5 Whs 18 &g 10,

A2
r LR d5!
The only way to relute White"s
idea.
8 e
Or 8§ &xd5 &6 and now Black
gets the better position after both
a)® &xiT+ &xf7 10 Sixh4 EfE 1]
el Heh, and
b) 9 &Hxhd4 &xdS 10 ed Wxha ||
We2+ &dR 12 Wch2 Wxh2+ 13

wxh2 f6.
- R, & 16!
T d4 De?

10 &1g5 &65 11 B3 &gh 12 &4
0-0 and Black retains an extra
pawn and a strong position.

AlZ
5 fl ds

Other means of defepnce are
inferior:
a)5 .. d66dd sagd T G@xfd WiH
B &kel $e? (or 8 .. &ch 9 3
and Whitc stands better) 9 £1bd2 hé
10 b3 &3 11 &xf3 &d7 12 &gl
&2l 13 W42 White has the
advanlage;
b} 5 .. &% and now:
b1} 6 d4 257 hd and 8 &ies (Keres).
b2} less good is Bilguer's recoms-

mendation § e5 &e7 7ddd5 8 fe2
when now Black has 8 ... B! with
chances of equalising.

6 Axds 616 (38)

T &l
Besides  this  last move of

White's 7 2b3! deserves serious
attention. It 15 obvious that 7 ..
fixed leads to the loss of a piece,
whilst after 7 ... &pd & d3! (8
£x{7+7 leaves White behind in
development) Black has great
difficulties defending his pawn on
f4.
T ui @xds
"The move 7 ... 0-0M was tried
out in a cormrespondence game
Larsson-Kretschmar, 1962, which
continued 8 d4 &£ xd5 (nol good is
B ...cHh9 &bl kpd 10 Rxf4) 9
&1xd5 £5 10 @xha fe(10... Wxhd is
bad because of 11 €5 but 10 ... 317
— Keres — deserves attention) 11
Whs &e6 12 cd cb 13 Gixfa. Now
after 13 ... Wxd4! an interesting
position could have atisen with
good possibilities for Black (Keres).
The variations given above arc
quite interesting in themselves,

The Cunttingham Gambit &3

but after the prosaic § d3! (instead
of £ d47) Black’s tactical ehances
disappear and he is left with the
worse position.
& SDixds s
3 HDxhd Wxhd
10 Sixe?+  HdE
11  fTixal Te
WhS! (39)

12 el

Weaker here is 12 ... We7, when
according to Lowtzky's analysis,
White gets the advantage: 13 W2
dich 14 b4 Wxbd{ White threatened
1505 or 15 WcS5) 15 Whi+ &d7 16
Wpd+ SdR 17 Wrap7? ete

Instead of 14 ... Wxbd4? Black
can try and confuse his opponent
with 14 ... ¢3! which requires
accuratc play [rom White: 15
Wel! (bad is 15 de? fe 16 Wxed
Wis+ or 16 Bxe3 HiR 17 Hdl+
&d718 £f4g5)15.. Hdd16dele
17 &xed Sixc? 18 Wd24+ fek 1Y
Wxc? and White wins,

13 Wxed Hel
14 w3 WeS5
15 &R Wes+
16 &1
S0 far Anderson-Horseman,
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British Ch, Nottingham 1954, Here
Horseman wrongly declined to
repeat moves by plaving 16 ..
6! and quackly found himsellin
& lost position: 17 €7 &xc? [Bdd
Wed+ 19 #d3 ec.

By playing 16 ... WeS! Black
would have sel his opponent the
difficult problem of whether to go
in for 17 Wr21? and withstand a
strong attack after 17 ., 31,

A2
4 ... &ie

At one time this was thought to
be practically a refutation of the
King's Gambit. Now several lines
have been found which preserve
the initiative for White.
A2l § St
A2l 5 Wel
A21 5 oS

Of course, White cannot achieve
anvthing after 3 d3d5 6 ed &ixd5
7 dxds Wxd5 § Axfd 0-0!,

A2l
5  Die3?!
This requires accurate play
from Black.
- Tl fixed!
6  Sies f10)
The remaining possibilities are
even worse for White:
a)6 fixed d5 7 Rd3ded Axed (59
&dd $dé 10 Wel Hich 11 3 £d7
12 &c2 000 13 (-0 g5 Stolz-
Reicher, Bucharest 1953,
by 6 &0 and now:
bl) 6 ... ©1xc3? 7 dc 0-0 8 & xfa

gives White an attack;

b2} 6 ... &ufe! 7 A4 A5 & &d3 0-D
9 £xfd Hich and White has no
compensation for the pawn {Keres),
c) 8 Lxf7+ &x7 7 Sies+:

cl) 7 .. &eb with the further sub-
division:

cll) 8 Sixed d5 9 Wga+ @xes 10
d4+ dxdd 11 ¢34+ White has a
winning attack, Lutikov-Korchnoi,
Leningrad [951;

cl2) Bd4 Sixcd 9 Wed+ &d5 10 be
B8 1 sxfd Exfa 12 Wodd £16 13
0-0 W2l 14 BEaeles 1504+ &b 16
figh+ &7 17 BeT+ &R 18 @xio+
gf 19 Hxft+ 1-0, Egpink-Sassen,
Holland 1954;

e2) 7 .. g8 § Hixed Lhd+ 9 g3
We il {Panov).

From the diagram Black has:

AN 6 .. &dé

A212 6., d5!

A3 6 .. Ehdt+

A2l4 & ... a8t

Alil
& e &dé
7 &b3 S hd+

7 .. ©ich B d4 00 90-0 also leads

to & difficult position for Black,
eg!

a)9... el 10de Sel 11 £xidds
12 ¥h5 de 13 &xe5 &eb Kozlov-
Gorshkov, Moscow 1955,

by 9 ... Se8 10 &xF4 &f6 11 &Hds
fxdd 12 7 Exf7 13 &xd5 416
14 Whi W8 15 LxcT ab 16 W3
Fp7 17 &xf7 ¥xf7 18 &ed and
White is winnitg, Novikov-Bykov,

Leningrad 1956,
8 g3 fg
9 0-0 gh+
10 &hi Afa

10 ... 0-0M (Ewwe) when:
a) 11 WhS? Wgs! (Stein-Mosterman,
Beverwijk 1957} and now after 12
ixf7 &xi7 13 &xf1+ &h Black
gets the advantage.
b) Stronger is 11 d4! &16 12 Wh5
&ich 13 Ef3! in order to answer
13 ... h6? with 14 &xh6and 13 ...
g6 with 14 fxph (Van der Tak).
In all these variations Black
has to conduct a difficult and
sometimes hopeless defence.
11 d4 b6
11 Wh5 Lb7+
13 Hyhl 26
On 13 ... 0-0 there might follow
14 @gd §HieB 15 &pd Sxp5 16
L7+ EhE 17 &6 and White
wins.
14 Whé ST
15 &Swfh £ xhé
16 Sxdét od 17 &7+ #e?
18 ®xht Wed 19 &xg¥ 1-[ was
the game Podgorny-Stulik from
the Czechoslovak Ch, Sumperka
Semi-final 1936,
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A212
6 ... ds!
This leads to interesting play.
7 SxdS Fixed
3 Lxfr- 4]
2 e a2dé

Black stands worse after 9 .
G106 10 Sxefibe 11 &cd 2hat+ 12
Bfil.

After the text move, 9 .., &dé,
curious complications arose in
Schuster-Karl, West Germany
1957,

1 o0 Rxes
11 &al+ Bl

This is mot the correct mowe!
1 ... c5 12 fxc5+ fd6 13 WhS
W7 would have made White's
attack look wvery dubiocus. The
continvation of the Schuster-
Earl game was however, quite
interesting.

17 #hs+ &6

Both the following lose:
a)12...26 13 WxeS He8 14 Wxfa+
g7 15 W+ hi 16 &b2 &ic6 17
cd+ Gdd 18 Tael Exel 19 Hxel
&f5 20 Hefi+, and
bj 12 ... dogh 13 WixeS &6 14 Wed
ht 15 Bxf4 &d7 16 HiB+ #xi¥ 17
S xfB ExfB 18 Wd5+ etc. In this
viriation pointed out by Schuster,
both 16 Wd5+ $h7 17 Wd3+ &g8
I3 HOI84! and the simple 16 Hall
are stromger.

1}  Hael &fs

14 Zxes &xes
15 W7 Wxd2 16 fcl Wxcl 17
Hxcl Sch 18 Hel+ and While
Wins,
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A2l3
6 .. ahd+

This is the worst of Black's

choices on the sixth move,
7 g3 We?

A correspondence game, K eres-
Vitlard, 1932, went 7. f2 8 &xi7+
&8 ¢ 0-0 ght+ 10 &xh2 &g3+ 11
g2 #hd 12 i3 10,

8 04 WxeS

and now the correspondence
game MNoordijk-Thomas, 1947-8,
continued: 9 d4 @ixc3 10 be Wa$s
11 &xi7+! FHxf7 12 pgh EfR 13
Hxfd+ &gk 14 HafB+ &xid 15
Wi+ g8 16 Rh6! Wbo 17 HIl
Wgb+ 1B hl Wed 19 &xg7d5 20
A&ht $Hd7 21 Bgl+ 10,

Alld
6 ... g5t
T d4 db
8 &di K

Even stronger than 8 .. b 9
Exfd 45 10 &d3 &d7 11 Bhs gh
and Black iz a pawn up, Sydor-
Kwilecki, Poznan 1955,

9 o &h3

10 &ed 9-0
While is 2 pawn down and, in view
of the pussible 11 ... &h4+, does
not have time 1o castle queen-side.

A22
5 Wel ds
5 ..0-06d4 d5 7 ed &d6 B (-0
&gd is possible, transposing to a
aosition similar to variation BI of
Chapter 10. The extra move made
by Whitc (his queen stands on c2

and Black has lost a tempo
through ... $¢7-d6) has no real

sipnificance.
6 ed &ixdS
7T &ic3 A% (ki 14
T ... et 15 probably better,
8 I

§ de! deserves serious attention.
After 8 ... 00 % &xi4 White is
considerably ahead of Rlack i
development. Black cannot, for
example, play 9 ... EeR? because
af 10 &e5 when White stands well,
Equally, after 9 ... £c5 10 &g5!
Dementiev-Vasilizv, USSR 1972,
White had a sizeable advaniage.

B ... 0-4
9 00

A221 9.. &d7

A212 0 Gk

AIIl
2 ... &d7
10 44 wd6
11 &b3 4]}

Black has & more difficult game
than in A222,

From the diagram, Black has
tried:

a) 11 ... Ee8 12 Wod &6 (losing is
12 ... We7 I3 Hel W3 14 Wxf7+)
13 &5 Eel 14 &ixi7 Hxf7?
(stronger of course is 14 ... Wxf!
15 Wd3 et 16 mxfd &xfd 17
Exf4 Wxf4 and Black comes out a
piece up) 15 fxfd D xfd 16 Hufd.
So far Filipowicz-Brzozka, Lublin
1965. Now Black could have
repelled the attack by 16 .., Wxid
17 Ef1 Wed+ 18 &hl Web 19 Exi7?
%hE 20 He7 WK 21 Ei7 with a
probable draw.

b) White won in roughly the same
style in the correspondence pame
Dukur-Flattum, 1970: 11 ... c6 12
&d2 Wc7 13 Hael a5? 14 &S
&fe 15 &x{7 Ex{7 16 &xf4 and
now 16 ... Axf4? is not playable
because of mate in two, and if 16
. HEd, then 17 &xdé Lxe2 IR

Exfb! etc.

A222
L [ Hich
10 44 S dé

Black has a good position,
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White now has a cholce of Four
MOVES:
A231 & 447
A232 & 0-0
AI33 & Wel
Al 6 &3

A231

& d4? i5

7T oad3

Or 7 b3 & h4+ 8 &1l b6 wirth

the unpleasant threal of 9... $a6+,
Eramer-Euwe, mateh 1941,

Y S hd+

8 e &l
9 We! Sidd 10 Wxhd Sxel+ 11
Excl Wxhd 12 &Hixhd HHch 130300
4 %2 (6 with advantage to
Black. Lutikov-Esirin, USSR 1951.

A232

& 04 fieh

Less good is 6 ... d6 7 ed and

oW
a) 7... Wxd6 8 dd 0-0 9 &l el
10 & xel fe, Bronstein-Koblents,
Moscow 1943, and now, according
to Boleslavsky's analysis, White
could have obtained an advantage
with 11 &1b5 Wd8 12 £S5 &b 13
Sxeb fe 14 Ext8+ fixf8 15 Wpd,
b)7 ... Gxdo B Hel+ &R 9 dd g5
Hindre-Rozenfeld, Tallinn 1949,
Keres considers that after 10 hl
White has the advantage.

T a4

7 Eel? is not playable becayse

of 7... &c5+§ dd Sixdd! 9 Hixdd
Whd and Black wins.

7 N K ds
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£ &h3
It may be that the alternative, 8
ed & xdb s better for White:
a) 9 Hel+? and now:
al} 9 ... 5«7 10 hl 8h6 11 £ics
Wxe5 12 BExed ©hfi 13c30-0with
a good game for Black (Euwsz);
a2} 9 .. & 10 hd Hho followed
by 11... g3 withattacking chances.
b) 9 #c3? did not justify itself in
Keres-Alatorisey, 18th USSR Ch,
Moscow 1930: 9 ... 0-0 10 &e2
e3 11 fixed fe with the better
chances for Black.
c) 9 Wel+! 97 1003 Hh6 11 Hes
ES 12 b4 f6 13 he fg is unclear
(Korchnoi).
5 ... £5
This is Enwe's recommendation.
B ... Hed is quieter.
9 o Leh
9 ...dc 10 £xcd Dxdd 11 Wxdd
Wxdd 12 Hixdd &cs 13 Bdl $Hixes
and Black wins — Fuwe,
10 od Jxds
11 fxdS Wxd5s
12 &3 wd7
13 h3 h5! 14 hg hg 15 @h2 and
now the unnecessary sacrifice, |5
... Hxh2T was played in the game
V.Sheherbakov-Tselikov, Moscow
1257, After the simple 15 ... g3!
Black has a very strong aftack,

AZI3
h We2
This move too should not
trouble Black.
6 ... -0
T d4 dé

8 &xi4 de

2 de ek
10 &wed T
11 &xdd Wxd4
12 &ds Ahd+

More interesting than 12... &c3
13 c3 W2+ 14 Wxf2 &xf2+ 15
dre2 2b6 16 &3 Hed 17 Sixbbab
18 ¢6 and White won, Cheremisin-
Kuzin, Moscow 1957,

13 g3 Wxb2
14 Ed

14 (-0 would be met by 14 ..,

#d8 15 h3 b in Black™s favour.
4 ... b

After the quiet 14 ... £d8 it is
not easy for White to show he has
compensation for the pawn.

15 &ie? Whd+
16 §d2 We7 17 Sixal Sixes 130-0
Red 19 2b4 Zxc2 20 RxcT &Lac?
21 &xc4 Hxad l4-l4, Pietzsch-
Fuchs, E, Germany 1961. The
final position is preferable for
Black.

A234
6 &ic3

A2341 6 ... Sh4+1?

A2342 6 ... ¥ich

A2343 6 ... d6

A2341
[ D Shd+!T
7 &t

Pupel-Ivanov, Riga 1959, went
T3 ig 8 0-0 @29 We2 Thi+ 10
wht @4 |1 $xf7+ &8 12 §b3
&I67 (12 ... &xe2 would have

drawn) 13 ef @ixed 14 $ixe? g2+
15 rp? d3 16 d4 &[5 17 el
&gh 18 Hig5 WdT 19 &d2 SHick 20
Hael h6? (more solid was 20 .
ReR) 21 &iel— gl 22 fg and
White won.
T s 0-0

Or7 ...d68edcd 9 We2t &=7

10 d4 with advantage 1o White.

8 el dé
9 b &ihié
w g3 B4 1]

with anequal game. Glaskov gives
the weaker '0 g7 11 hp &0f5 12

ef+ &hi 5?2 with a sirong
attack fo e,
AZ342

& ... &ieh

T d4 d5?!

This interesing sacrifice was
tried out in Wade-Bouwmeester,
Clare Benedict, Mont Pelerin sur
Vevey 1955, which the text now
follows,

The more sofid 7 ... db transposes
to A2343.

B &Sixds Ahd~

LI~ ] | a8
10 b3 ch |1 Hxfd &xed 12 be 0f2
13 ¥el &xhl 14 Wxhd Wxhd |5
fyxhd g5 16 &1hi gh 17 45 bé IR
ifp+ &df, and now White could
have got an advantage with 19
&ved! instead of 19 &he7.

Al33
T dé
€ .. d57) is an interesting pawn
sacrifice but, according to Keres,
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unsound. White should play 7
Sxd5! fhé+8 &1 Hch 9 L xcé+
bo10d3 0011 Rxff612eb513
&xhd Wxhd 14 Wel and it is
doubtful if Black has enough for
the pawn,

7 M de

Inadequate here is 7 ... &hd+?8

Wil &e3+9 fxed fe 10 Wd3 & p5
I1 ed! (Euwe gives an inferior
varigtion here: 11 &d57 cé 12
fixed d5 13 &b3 (-0 with an equat
game) 11 .. cO (L] ... cd 12 Wed+
Ke7 13 &g5 with a won position
for White, Lenta-Bulpakow, corres
1971) 12 Wed+ &B 13 Hel,
Szewsryk-Hannemann, comes 1975,

8 de Wxd1+

9 &Sxdl feb
10 &xeb fe 11 hd &hs 12 &xf4
dich 13 $ed 000 14 c3 Ehf8 13
Sixh6 gh 16 Hdl &e5and White's
position was preferable, Bronstein-
Kholmov, training game, Moscow
1961, Korchnoi suggests 12 ... &if5
as an equalising move for Black.

B
4 &Hel

The modern line. It bhecame
popular 1 recent years after
thenretical 2nalysis and thurnament
practice had shown that White
cannot obtain an advantage with 4
Bed. With 2 &1¢3 White strengthens
hiz cenire and hinders the advance
... 45 by Black, without wortying
about losing the right to castle.
Bl 4 ... &hd+
Bl 4 ... @6
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El
4 s Shd+
5 e ds

There are numerous other
possibilities:
a) 5. &e?6d4 557 hd gd 8 el
fxhd4 9 &xf4 with advantage to
White (Keres). Balashov-Agramov,
LSSR Ch 1983, saw Black trying 6
... @ity but after 7 Sxid d5 8 Sxds
Hixds 9 ed WxdS 10 &2 $d3 11
&cd4 00 12 Hel &pd4 13 &bN
& xf3 14 i3 Wadd+ I5 i1 and
White had more than enough
compensation for the pawn,
bl §..f564d3 fe 7dedo 8 &xid
with the better position for White.
c) § .. kg5 & di (probably
stronger is & d3! with the threans of
Tgland 7 d5) 6 .. &hd 7 &2
&6 (if 7 ... 258 &cd d6 9 ha! gd 10
&ig5) 8 Scd Dpd+9 gl 0-010h3
el 11 fxcd fe 12 Fh followed
by 13 Hfl with the better position
for White (Euwe).
d} 5...d6 (Buwe) 6dd L4 T L xid
&icé ‘and Black has most of his
pieces in play, while it is 2 question
as to how White can continue his
development’ - Euwe. § Wd3(8h3
Rxf3+ 9 gf Wd? 10 &d5 0-0-0? 11
&gs! Rxgd 12 h4, Bashina-
Katskova, 1969, with a very good
position for White - Keres) § ...
&g5, Popovych-Kaufman, USA
Ch 1972, and now 9 f£e3! with
advantage to White, In Planind-
Ivkov, Yugoslav Ch 1978, Black
tried § ... &Spe? but after 9 &d2?
&xf3 10 of Wd? 11 Bdl 0-0-0 12

gc]l White had reached a solid
position,
€} 5 ..e66d4d57 ¢ gt d Lxfd
6! 9 g3 fe 10 &xe5 &6 11 &2
Axe5 12 de £1eT with an unclear
position (P.Ivanov),

& fixds &6

T Ewfe+
a) 7 @uhd? loses 1o 7 ... fixed,
b) On 7 &ed strong is 7 .., 2gd
Bdd 82 9 Wel £pd.

7

I #afo
8 4043

8 o5 iy probably a liule
premature. Black should not
answer 8 .. We7 9 dd 0-0 10 g3
&g5 11 gf 4h6 12 Wel, Prins-
Zuidema, Holland 1965, with
advantage to White, but 8 ...
Was+ 9 d} &ed 10 £x64 Hch
11 ¢3 030 (unclear, Euwe),

Bit 3 .. 0-0
Bil § .. fck

Bll
g ... -0
This was played in Hartston-
J.E.Littlewood, Ilford 1965. Black
castles short with the intention of

stationing his rooks an the gueen-
and king-files 30 as to croale
pressure against White's centre.
9  wWdd

O Wd?2 is not dangerous, because
of 9... ReB 105 Sgd 11 Wxig
Wafd 12 @xf4 5! with a good
position for Black.

. T Rgd
1 5 Wi
1 fxifd

A plausible move, but not the
strongest. 11 g3! would have set
Black difficult problems.

The game continued: 11 ... &cb
12 Hdi HadB 13 c3 Hfek 14 g3
&6 and Black stands well, e.g. 15
W2 fixeS 16 de Sixed.

Biz:
B ... Sl
? apd
10 Wa2!

Stronger than 10 &d3? as
played in Kavalek-Hernink, Crecho-
slovakia 1959: 10 ... (-0-0 11 &c2
Ehef 12 £d3 &2 13 W1 &xf3 14
gl &xdd 15 cd &bd+ 16 &bl
Hxdd 17 &2 Dixc2 18 el
Woo+ 19 bl Hdxed! with
advantage 1o Black.

m ... g3
i1 &d1

No good is the obviows 11 &d3?
because of 11 ... £xf3 12 gf Hies+.

m ... 0-0-0
12 el Whe

Thanks to his strong centre
White stands berter, e.p. 13 &xhd
Wahd 14 g3l
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4 . ifl (44

B21 5 dd
B2Z 55

Bl

5 dd

White cannot really hope for

any advantage with this move,

B ik ds

6 &d3

Alternatives for White are:

a) 6 ed Bixd5 7 Scd Reh B el
Gixcd 9 be fxcd 10 Waed 24611
Whi+ Dd7 12 Wxb7 eT+ 13 &f2
0-0 14 Hel W6 15 c4 Spassky-
Liberzon, Lemingrad 1960. Black™
chances are not worse. Fditor's
mote: The pame was drawn after 15
.. Hab8 16 Wc6 &bd 17 Wnd?
dbdd 18 Wic? fxel- |9 drxel
Hxdd!20 D2 Hed 21 Ebl @3 22
IAbE Wac2+ I3 &d2 g6 24 hd
Wucd 25 Wxa7 EeeB 26 Exed
Hxel 27 ad ho 285 Wd7 Hel+ 20
&gl Wes+ 30 Fhi WIZ 31 Wes+
&h7 32 Wed Exd2? 33 Hxd2 Wxdz
34 hS K.l4
b) An interesting possibility which
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has not been tested in practice yet
igheS Sed 7 Bd3? (alter 7 Sxd
kb4 we have a variation of the
Vienna game which is unfavourable
ta White) 7 ... &hd 8 0-0! (this is
the point of White"s last move) 8
LoExe39be 2xc3 10 Ebl &es 1l
£xf4 Hxdd 12 Hgs S5 13 Hisf7
with a wvery strong attack for
White, [t would seem thar Black
should play 7 ... 15 instead of 7 ...
Lb4?,

6 ... de

7 fined &w6!

7. &xed? § dixed £.46 9 0-D
Gd? 10 WAl ke 11 cdc512 b4l od
fori2..cb13c5 fc7 4ot be 15
Rxcth HbE 16 Hel+ etc. - Keres)
12 ¢5 ReT 14 2xf4 0-0 15 &Hixdd4
&b Spassky-Najdorf, Yarna Ol
1962, and now White could have
obtained the advantage with 16
Eadll. Editor's note: Instead ihe
game went 156 Bael a5 17alabh 18
ab Rad 19 Wl Hixed 20 Hxed dfo
21 Rd6 Hed 22 Hefd dixd4+ 23
Widd deh 24 Sest @Wedd+ 25
Hzd4 Ea2 26 Hf2 Hal+ 27 Ef)
ba-14.

B Axid -0

T A4 Foned
[0 &xed Xha+! 11 &f1 &ped 12
Wd3 &hf and Black can be
zatisfled with the result of the
opening, Lukin-Faibisovich, Lenin-
grad 1967,

B2z
5 &5 Sigd
dd

White can reach the position
from Bronstein-Kholmov {A234)
by playing 6 scd.

] "

el
7T &xeld fe
B dcd dé
9 00 4-0
10 @43 ek
I1 ed Sxdd
and if 12 &ed, then 12 .. ReT!
In Spassky-Kholmov, 31st USSR
Ch zenal play-ofl, Moscow 1964,
the unnecessary 1l ... cd? was

played and White obtaincd a
small, but lasting advantage: 12
Hael dgd 13 Exed &h8 14 HHd5
2515 Sixg5 Wxgs 16 Hgi WhS
17 &eld £d7 18 &5 and White
stands better. Ediior's nore: White
scon converted his advantage: 18
o Bxf5 19 Hxf5 @ha 20c3 We? 21
Be3 Wd7 22 Eef3 £d3(22...1623
Eh35 h6 24 We6!)23 Wed! g6{or 23

. HeB 24 &d3 g6 25 Hf6 also
wins) 24 Wha! g8 25 Hai7 10,

C
d fel
it is ditficult for White to count
on obtaining any opening advantage
with this little-analysed move.
MNonetheless, in this variation too,
Black must tread with a certain
caution,
. &6
This secms to be the strongest.
Other tres are:
a)d ... dhd+ 5 Bfl Ze76dd4gs7
h4 g4 & 8¢5 h3 9 £cd4 Eh7
Solnsev-Vasilchuk, Moscow 1957,

and now 10 &xf4! would have
a;iw:r.l White the advantag:,
by 4...d5 5 ed D6H0-00-07 cd b5
jon 7 .. cf there might have
followed 8 de et 9 d4 &pgd 10
ds &xf3 11 &xi3 Hes 12 &xf4
&ixcd 13 &cd with the better
game) R ch (R d3l deserved
attention) 8 ... £ixd5 ¢ Hc3 &b7
10 d4 c5 11 $xds Wxds 12 gxi4
ab (if 12...cd 13 &e5) 13 Hel ab
14 d&xbS Wxal 15 £cd Wxbk2 16
Hf2 Whi 17 £es Eab 18 Sxi7+
White has a won position, Hewer-
Ney, Estonia 1939,

5 &Hcd
a) Santasiere-McCormick, US Open
Ch, New Orleans 1354 developed
interestingly: 5 d3 d3 € e5 &4 7
S ufd 16 8 00 &ch 9ef £c5+47(this
attempt to seize the initiative turns
out badly, after the simple 9 ..
$ixfb the game iseven) 10 d4 Wxi6
11 dc Wxid 12 &l feh 13 Hixds
&xdS 14 Wxd5S Wxed+ 15 &hl
&2+ 16 Exf2 #Wxf2 17 &b5 and
White has a won position.
b} 5 &5 also fails to give White any
advantage. Black has either:
bl} 5 .. Ded 6d3 £S5 7 &xfd ds
and B ... &eé or
b2} 5 ... &gd 6 0-0 - 7 d4 ¢3!,

The Cunningham Gambir 73

5 ... d5

6 ed £ xds
T &ixd5 Wxd5
§  d4/45)

We have now reached a position
from variation B2 of the previous
chapter {after 3 ... d5 4 ed &f6 §
&ic3 HixdS etc.), where instead of
B cd or 8 &d3, which have both
had practical trials, White has
brought his white-squared bishop
out to el Comparing these
pasitions we may conclude that
the position in diagram 45 is at
least no worse for White, and
possible even better than those
analysed in Chapter 10. White
threatens to win back his pawn,
and if Black plays 8 ... g3 thers
follows 9 00 with atiacking
chances for White,
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1 ed e5
2 ™ ef
3 an

A3 e

B3. 15

C 3. &7

A
3 . hé

Along with 3 ... dé this move
can be seen as a secure method of
avoiding the Kieseritzky Gambit
and forcing White to transpaose
into variations of the Hanstein
Grambat.

4 d4
For ¢ fcd g5 5 d4 see A3
4 . £5
And now:
Al 5 hd
AZ S g3
A3 S Scd

Al
5 hd xe?

All 6 g3

Al2 6 hy

f %cd d6 transposes to the
Philidor Gambit (see Chapter 3).

All

Alll & .. d5?
Alll 6 .. g4

6...d6 7 gl g4 & Sigl isnot good
enough for equality for Black,
White's strong centre assurcs him
some advantage.

Alll
e .., ds!
This move leads to great
complicauons which seem to

favour Black.
T ed g4
After 7 ... Wxd5 8 hgheg 9 Exhd
Rxh8 10 gt g4 11 Se5 White has
the advzntage.
8  &eS WxdS
a) I 8 .. 3 then 9 Zed with
nnpleasant threats: or even 9
AbS+H?,
by B .. fg 9 &uicd &u6 10 £g2
followsd by 11 Wd3.
% Eh2 A xeS!
Andnot9 ... F3? 10 $ic3 ¥dE | |
2F b 12 Gcd! HixeS (even
worse is 12 ... Wxdd 13 Wxdd
Tixdd 14 &xf7+ &3 1500-0) 13
de Wxdl+ 14 Exd]l £d7 15 hd?
with a large advantage to White.
10 EHe2 Suoh
11 &xf4 Wxdd
Advantape to Black (Korchno).

All2

& ... gd

7 2h2

7 &5, played in Cheremisin-

Volovich, USSR 1964, leads to
sharper play. That game went 7 ...
d6 8 &xd7 &xf7 9 Lcd+ di? (An
unnecessary sacrifice, Now White
reaches a favourable variation of
the Allgaier with an extra tcmpo,
It is not surprising that Black
comes under a tremendous attack)
10 Rxd5+ Hel 1] JRxfd Hiet |2
“ic3 BB 13 0-0 6 14 fed! dxes
15 HxfB+ Sxf¥ 16 W+ 81517 ef
Whe i 18 &h2 cd (9 ef Wxb2 20
Wid Wxc2+ 21 &gl Wxs 22
Wxh6+ @eR 23 EMl WxeS 24
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WE+ 1-0,
T sty
§ &ixpd
This is stronger than £ Wed oh
9 Wxp7 Wxhdt 10 ddl W6,
g ... a6
White also has a good position
after 8 ... d5 9 e5 &15 10 &4,

fz

" 3 &16
It Sixfe+ xi6
11 el

Denk-Simisch, Prague 1943, After,
for example, 11 ... &b 12 &2
£d7 13 W3 0040 14 0-0-0 White's
chances are preferable, despite the
fact that he is a pawn down,

All
6 hg hg
7  Exh# & xhR
8 g3 ds

A5 the game Keres-Soonurm,
Tallion 1942, showed, & ... g4 is
very risky. The game continued 9
©h2 fg 10 Hxgd 6 11 el
&xdd 12 &f3 216 13 e5 Re7 14
Gigs Rxz5 15 Rxgs Wel 16 &ic
&ich 17 0-0-0 Wxe5 16 404 We7 19
Wh2 db 20 Lxdé+! cd 2] Wade+
dred (21 ... &ipe? 22 WdS+Y) 22
Dd5 Wht+ 22 ®sh6t+ Sixhd 24
&7+ .

9 =

A mistake would be 9 cd W7 |

Tolush-Furman, Leningrad 1947,

... gd
10 fgs 6
11 5

After i1 &h3 de! Black has the
advantage,
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1m .., iz

12 Wxed Axdd! 747)

Ir Rellstab-Pleiffer, Hamburg

1954, the weaker 12 ... §i6 13

Wh3 &p7 was played, after which

4 &xg5 would have posed
difficult problems for Black.

L AT

Axed+

14 be We T
and Black can easily realize his
material advantage.

Al
5 g3 fg
6 ed!? re8)

The aim of this little analysed
sharp move is to prevent the
advance ... d3 and to catch the
Black king in the centre.

After 6hg £27 7 Sicide 2 %3
Legd 9 L2 et 10 Wd2 Wd7
Black castles long and White's
superiority in the centre is not
really sufficient compensation for
the gambit pawn,

Black now has the following
possibilities:

Al 6., ph?!
A22 6 .. &g?

Al
6 ... gh?!
This is risky.
7 Hxh2 ag?
8 fed dé

9 $ixgs hg 10 Bxh8 & xh8 11 @h5
Wi 12 £xg5 WeT [30-0-0witha
very strong attack.

A2
6 ... fpg7

This oceurred, after transposition,
in Spassky-Gibbs, Student OI,
Leningrad 1960, which continued-

7 bg d5?

There was no need to return the
pawn. The sensible move was 7 .,
d6 with the idea of transposing
into the note afler 6 &eIM,

8 Suds Sod
O Ded &b 10 Hie WAT7 11 230040
12 00 with advantage (0 White,
Edizor's note; The conclusion was
12 . &f6 13 Wc2 &h3 14 Hel
Dg4 15 BIS {16 16 4b5 Wes 17
e5 de7 18 &h1 H02+ 19 dgl Hgd
20 &hl &Hf24 21 &h? x5 22

Wxfd4+ Wd7 27 Wred7+ Sad7 24
depd Sipd 25 443 10,

A23
B comins
7  hg!
If 7 81e5,7 ...d6 & &d3 Whd is
unpleasant for White,

g4

i gf
8 wxi3 wie
9 &4

Whitc has a very strong position
for the sacrificed piece.

A2
6 .., dé
7 M gd
8 &gl
And now Black has;
A241 8 ... £e7
A241 § ... g2
A243 B ... W6
A241
. 2eT
9 &g
O hS deserves attention.
. F— 4 xhd
10 &f4 wWie
11 Wdl

with 12 0-0-0 to follow. For the
sacrificed material White has a
strong attack against the black
king which is stuck in the centre.

A241
8 ... gi?
9 f&xgl me?
10 h5 ahd+
11 el Lgs
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12 gxgs xS
13 Wl
White can keep the gueens on
with 13 #d3,
13 ... Wl +
a) 13 ... o6 14 &.d5;
by 13 ... &ff 14 Hft and Black
cannol play 14... &xhS becacse of
15 Exhs Wxh5 16 &Hd5 @2 17
&dl Hiab 1§ W2 deb 19 Hf6+
&dB 20 He2 and White has 2 won
position.
14 &xd2 &e?
15 &ge2
White has fully adequate comp-
ensation for the pawn,

A243

B ... W6

0 h¥

when White's position is preferable.

Bukhman-Emelyanov, Leningrad
1955, saw the weaker 10 &227
playved. The pame continued 10 ...
h5 11 &ipge2 4h6 12 Hf| Wand 13
WdZ fxed 14 Brxed Hel8 15 Syl
Wes 16 Wxgs Exgs 17 Ehl Sbck
18 &ixh5 £5 19 000 {stronger is 19
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&b5) 19 .. af with cqual chanees.

Al
5 &ed ST
& 0-0

Editor's note: Compare  this
with the Hanstein Gambit (Chapter
4)

White could also play here € <3
27 7 Wbl lorestalling Black™s
dangerous counter-hlow ... d5.
After 7 ... 0-08 h4 d5 (strongerisB
o Ergh!) 9 RxdS &ixdd 10 Wxd5
Wids 11 ed Hed+ 12 &f2 White,
in Efremov-Abrashin, corres USSR
1954-5, achieved an equal game.

6 ... Fe7!? (50)

T ¥
This leads to a sharp position, Tt
is difficult to recommend anything
else. If 7 &¢I then 7 ... &ibch!
and White cannot continue 8 g3?
becanse of 8 . df O gf g4,
T i 45!
Alternatives:
ay 7 .. [g? loses to & &axf7+ or
& Swps,
b1 7 ... cb? trying to prepare ... d3,
is too slow. Barle-Romanishin,

USSR v Yugoslavis, Erevan 1971,
continued B pf'd5 9 £53 g4 10 Hes
&d7? 11 &c3 ExcS 12 fe &b 13
ed cd 14 &b5 0-0 15 Wd3 Wd7
16 &de 6 17 =f Exfs I8 Hxfh
&xi6 19 &f4 EfB 20 Ecl &g7
21 Wel with a won position for
White.
¢) 7 ... &bet led to interesting
complications in Orlov-Zaitsev,
Moscow 1960: 8 of pd 9 &e5 d5 10
ed Dixds 11 £icd Bee? 12 57 (he
should have exchanged first, 12
ixd5 $xd5, and only then played
11 f51) 12 .. &xe5 13 @xds
&xh2+ 14 &xh2 @xd5 15 Wagd
Wd6+ 16 Shl £d7 17 Wed+ DeT
18 16 fcb 19 d5 &xd5 20 @Lxd5
Wxd5 21 Sel Whi+ 22 &g2 HgBt+
£ic.
8 o fg!

Morc incisive than 8 ... g4 and 9

i

9 el 0-0 (51

10 &
a) Considerably weaker is 10 &£c3?
&5 11 Wd? &do with advantage
to Black., Arkhangelsk-Grozny,
telegraph match 1949,

by 10 d6? fails to 10 .., Wxdé and
TOW,

bi) 11 &xi7 gh+ 12 &hl oo+
b2) 11 2xI7 gh+ 12 &hl fLeb;
b3) 11 &xf7+ Ex7! 12 &xF7 gh+
13 &hl ®d3+ 14 W3 (14 drhi
S5 14 .., Wrsfi+ 15 Bxft &15 16
£ied fed (Novotelnov),

The combination in the main
variation (10 &7 oconrred in
Kuindzhi-Men, Batuma 1972, afier
the following arder of moves: 6 0-0
db T 3 &eT B g3 45! (for 8 ...
GipaM and 8 .. 247 see below) 9 cd
fg 10 &es! (52) (stronger than 10
hg! £i5! with a big advaniage Lo
Black in Heuer-Nezhmetdinow,
Moscow 1964),

Diagram 52 and diagram 51 are
almost identical, the only difference
being the position of White's c-
pawn. However, in certain cases,
having thc pawn on ¢3 is no better
than having it on ¢2. Lhis can be
seen, for example, in the variation
{diagram 352 with Black having
castled — ed.) 10 ... gh+ 11 &hl
& xe5 12 de b5 and White cannot
defend his d5 squarc.,
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in the game quoted there
followed: 10...0-011 &xf7gh! 12
&hl Hxf7 (intercsting is 12 ..
=817 13 &ixhé+ Fh7) 13 DxfH
{after 13 d67 &f5 Black is ahead
on materal) 13 ... &7 14 S xgst
(this further sacnfice is the idea of
the combination) 14 ... &6 13
&hd 415 16 Wre2 &1H 17 We2-
g5 18 §d2 Wd6 19 ©f3 d7 20
Eigd hg 21 WxpsS+ &7 22 Eel
Be 23 xl6+ with advantage to
White.

Tnstead af & ., 437 {alter 6 0-0dé
T ¢3 ©c7 8 g3) Black has two
undoubtedly weaker possibilities
in:
a) 8 ... g6 This comparatively
new move was tried out in
Dashevsky-Selivanovsky, Moscow
1961, which continued 9 gf {In
Fischer-Mot-Smith, Chicago 1964,
White lost an important tempo
and got the worst position after 9
Wb3? 0-0 10 gf gf 11 &hl Hich 12
Wc2 Sice7 13 Dbd2 Le6) 9 . gf
10 &hl Db 11 Dgl We? 12 Wi
AdT 13 faE Hxfd 14 Wxfd (m0-0
15 &d2 Edff and now, as Keres
points out, 16 &gf3 would have
led to an advantage for White {16
dael was played). Black does not
have time for 16 _. 15 because of 17
&ihd.
b) § ... 247 Y9 &h4 {3 and now:
b1} 10 &xf3? gf:
BLIT 11 Wxf3 0-0 12 &x17+ $hd
(After 12 ... &h77? 13 %hs ¥d7 14
Sxhe! Wh3 15 Lxp?+ Wah3 16
Sixh5 Hxp? 17 Exff &b (B fd2
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White has a minimal endgame
advantage) 13 Whs &gk 14 KLxgy
Hxil+ 15 &l Wie+ 16 dogl
doxgl 17 &ed White has insufficient
compensation for the sacrificed
plece,
bl12} White does better perhaps to
force a draw with a second pisce
sacrifice; 11 &xfT+! &xd7 2
Wi+ gl 13 W7+ $h7 14 Ef6
&5, lasakov-Novotelnoy, Lenin-
grad 1947,

Batter for White than 10 &xf17
anc:
b3y 10 %ed Sbet 11 Hd2 0-0 12
h3 h5 13 hg hg 14 &dxf gf 15
Wxil £e616 Lxchic 17 Wed! with
a very strong attack, Szekeley-
Freymann, Abbazia 1912,
b3} 10 £:a3 -0 11 &14 bt 12h3
a5 13 Wd2 &ixcd 14 Tixed h5 15
&h6 gh 16 @5 LS 17 ef
Chigorin-Schmidt, Berlin 1881,

B
E e s
Not good enough to give Black
cquality.
4 e5

Omly with this move can White
count on obtaining an advantage.

Weaker is 4 ef d5 5 d4 &d6 6
£.d3 WI6 7 0-0 D106 § Hic3 Dge? 9
Fb5 Axfs 10 ©xde+ Wxds 1]
He5 fxd3 12 WxdI g5 {3 Sxcobbe
14 £42 0-0 with a clear advantagc
to Black, Egorov-Buyakin, Moscow
1960,

" ds

a) White gets a strong attack after

4., 57 5d4) g4 6 Axf4 g’ 7 Wa3
Wha+ & g3 W4 v Wel Sich 10
Re2 Weh 11 Hicd &b 12d5 Hds
13 0-0-0 Schlechter-Teichmann,
Vienna 1903,
by On 4...dé possible is 5 We2! e
& &ixes We? 7 dd g5 R Wh5+ &dso
WagS! {Alapin),
5 44

This is even stronger than 5 h4
Le7 6 dd Bh6 T &xf4 Hgd B Hic3
0-0 9 Wd2 c6 Gunsberg-Swiderski,
Vienna 1903, when White could
have obtained the advantage with
10 0-0-0.

-~ g5
6 hd gd
7 gl f3 (53)

Of course not 7 ... £e7 R &xfd
&xh4+ 9 g3 with an overwhelming
position for White,

IT 8 gf then B ... £e7 is
iunpleasanl.
8 ... Iz
9 Rxpgl Re?
10 &Hed Reb
Black has an unhappy position
after 10 ... &xg5 11 hg Wxgs 12

&ud5 §ab 13 el of 14 Hid[4 hS
15 d50.

11  &pe2 Wd7

11 ... hé fails 10 12 &4 hg 13

et WdT 14 Exds,

12 &4 ch

13 &f1
White has a large positional
advantage,

[
G, TR &l
Not a very popular continuatiot,
its basic aim is to avoid the well
studied theoretical variations.

Cl 4 Recd
C2 4 el
C34 d4
C1
4 fRed d5
5 wl ixds

Weakeris 5 ... DIg660-0 £e77
dd §d7 &8 &d3 00 9 ¢4 with
advantage to White, Azrilyan-
Faibisovich, USSR student teams,
Kiev 1970.

6 00 Re?
T d4 Seb

Better than 7 ... cf? as was
playcd in Spassky-Averbakh, 22nd
USSE Ch, Moscow 1955, Edftor's
nofe; The game continued § £ic3
0-0 9 %Be5 &es 10 Axf4 f6 11
Axdicd 12 &d3 E7(12... Sc6-
Suetin) 13 Wed! &hi 14 £xby!
Hxb& 15 Hae] ZeB? (15 ., &d6-
Suetin} 16 $1e5 Bf8?(16... 4g8 17
Hight hg 18 Hed &h7 19 Hh3 5
20 Wxgt Khd 21 Wh5 g5 22 g3
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Ee3! with a sharp, unclear position
- Buctin) 17 &7+ X7 13 Wed
@el 19 §ixd5 &8 20 Hed Rdb6
(20 ... MR 21 Txi61)21cd b622bd
WiR 23 c5 bc 24 bc sxet 25 do
Wxcs+ 26 Fhl HdR 27 ST+ &ofs
28 &whH WbS 29 Tfel 14,

B Lxd5 &xds

2 fxi4
with a level game,

C2

d &l oigh

4 . d5 5 d4 transposes to C3,

5 xod &e?

6 dd of

7 M ]
a) I 7 .., &xhd then 8 &ixhd
&xha+ 9 ©fl and 10 W3 is most
unpleasant,
by If 7 ... &xhd+, then 8 Sixhd
@ixhd 9 WhS with active play for
the sacrificed pawn,

8 dé

9 &k Axhd

We have been following Spassky-

Tolush, Kislovodsk 1960, which
continued: 10 & xf4 x4 11 Hxfd
RI6 12 €5 de [3 Wel 26 14 de
Sip5 15 Hed &d7 16 fxebd fa 17
Hdd Who 18 &f1 de’ 19 Wod
Ehé 20 &ed 000 (stronger was
20 ... $c5)21 Hadl g5 21 &hl g4
23 &xfg5 ©ixes 24 Exdit & xdR 25
ydé+ with advantage to While.
Editor's note: Spassky only drew
after 25 .. &bi 26 Wed Wxb2 27
D1gf7 Gxf7 28 $x07 feT 29 &ixhb
WH 30 &5 Wxfs 31 Wxls ef 32
Hd7 14 33 dpl Rb6+ 34 Bfl £3 35
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gf gf 36 Bf7 12 37 Bi¥+ &7 38
Ef+ &d6 39 HExb7 &d5 40 Eh7
Fod 41 Bho 5 -4,

C3
4 dd ds
4 .. Sph? is bad: 5 hd &e¥ 6 h3
ihd T &xfd d5 8 Sxhd kxhat+ 9
gl.
5 &l
Also possible is 5 e5 &gh 6 £d3
&hd 7 0-0 fxfi+ B Wxf3 p5 9 g3

{Levenfish).
5 i de
6 Hxed &gb (54)
7 hdl

7 Kcd led to a sharp struggle
with chances for both sides in
Spassky-Novopashin, 30th USSR
Ch, Crevan 1962: 7 ... &¢7 8 hd
#ixhd 9 Hed Bich 10 LxfT+ &8
11 &xc6 be 12 £b3 &15 130-013

14 of Wek 15 &2 h6, Editor s note;
The rest of the game was 16 &e)
ZdE 17 We? 2p6 18 o3 417 19
xfd mds 2 Sxado Wxe2+ 21

thxed cd 4145,
7 I Ze?
8 hS5 LAl T
9 Gxfd $gd

10 h&!

with & big advantage for White
in Kuznetsov-Bonch-Osmolovsky,
Burevestnik Ch, Moscow 1964,

13 Other Third Moves for White

1 ed (=]
3 f4 ef
Here White can try:
A3 &l

B 3 ficd The Bishop's Gambit
C 3 Rel

3 Queld

A nisky move (first played in
Mason-Rosenthal, Paris 1878 - ed))
teading to great complications in
which a single inaccurate move by
cither side can have fatal com-
SEQUENCES,
Al 3 ... &ick
A2 3 ... Whi+

Al
; e fich
This move, played in Kavalek-
Stein, Tel Awiv Ol 1964, is an
interesticg alternative to 31 ..
Wh4+ and can be recommended.

All 4 dd4
AlZ 4 &SN

All
4 44 What+
This is the continmation of
Kavalek-5tzin.
5 &2 dé
If 5 ... d3? Black has to reckon
with 6 ed,
& & igd
[{ Whitc now plays 7 @&xi4,
Black shouid reply not 7... fxfi+
8 ®xf3 W6 9 Hid5! (9 ... Bixdd +7
10 &e3) but 7 ... (-0, A game
Barle-Portisch, 1975, continuved
8 Fel Whi 9 Rc2 p5S! 10 Hixgs
6 11 h3 dxe2 12 Wae2 Wp6 13
d3 @es |4 &3 &h6! with the
better prospects for Black.
Kavalek in fact played 7 &dS
when play continuwed 7 ... 0-0-0 8
&d3 Whée 9 x4 Whs 10 ¢4 15
Il ef Wxi5+ 12 &d2 &ha 13
fixb4 Wxifd+ with the better
game for Black.
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Al2
4 &fsn

This transposition to the King's
Knight's Gambit does not sccm to
be good. The inclusion of the
moves 3 &icd &Sict means that
White cannot choose the Kisseritziy
Gambit, whilst the variations of
the Allgaier and MacDonnell
Gampbits are, despite the fact that
Black cannot transpose to the best
line for himself, unacceptahle for
While if Black defends accurately.

For example:

' 25
5 M

Or 5 hd g4 & &p5 b6 7 a7
xf7? 8 Lcd4+ 45 9 Hixds (for 9
M xd5 b sce variation B3, Chapter
239 ... &et 10 da 3 11 pf &ifGetc.

’ N oagh o4

On 5 __ 4pg7 6 d5 &c5 7dblis
unpleasant for Black (Keres).

6 Ged ef
7 Wil

In this position, despite the fact
that Black does not have at his
disposal the move 7 ... db (sece
Malkhin's analysis in Chapter o,
variation B2} becanse of 8 & xfd
when the threat of 9 Lxf7+ is
difficult to meet (the immediate 8
Rxf7+ is also very strong), Black
can get t¢ better position by 7 ...
d5!

After 7...d45!, 8§ &ixd5 Black has
the exccllent 8 ... Sixd4! whilst if 8
Exd5, B .. Whi+ and 9 ... Wed is
unpleasant for White.

Chigorin-Solovisov, 1876, ended

in catastrophe for Black after 7 ...
Eixdd & &xi7+ dxf7 9 Whit+ &7
1000 fed 11 dxfd Gadd 12 Bxtd
&he 13 Bafl &7 14 W5+ dpb
15 &ds &gs 16 Efo+ 10,

A hrave attemp! was made to
resuscitate this linc of the King's
Gambit/Vienna by Glaskey and
Esrrin tn an article m Schachmamy
Bullerin Mo, 1, 1982, Their lines
are nol wholly convincing however.
Instead of 7 Wxf3 they consider 7
040 d5 6 ed &pd 9 ®d2 L0710
Wid Sdd+ 11 &h) Wha 12dc fp+
13 &yg? 0-0-0 recommending in
this position 14 &d5?. Eger-
Weinitschke, East Germany corres
1943, showed a refutation: 14 ..
BExd3! 15 fxd5 &6 16 cbt &bH
17 &xf7 Whi+ 18 &hl Kedl 19
W2 &1+ 20 Lgl Wedt 0-1.

Al
F, ey W+
4 el ds

The sharpest method of trying
to reveal the shortcomings of
White*s third move,

After 4 ... d6 5 &3 fgd 6 5:d3
(6 d4 transposes 1o Barle-Porusch,
variation Al} 6 ... &xf3+ (6 ..
Wd# looks far more sensible) 7 pf
dd& (7 ... WAR!?) White gets the
advantage with:

a) 8 d3! not closing the long black
diagonal as & d4 does. Keres-
Kunerth, corres 1936, continued £
e E5 9 Rd2 SpT 10 del WhS 11
hd and White had the advantage.
b) Yukhtman-Polvak, Kiev 1958,

went 8 dd g5 9 c3 off 10 Whi &c8
il sbd &hé 12 Sd3 SHd7 13 &d2
#c7 14 Hel £c7 15 &d! Bhek 16
Ap? (517 «f &5 and both White
bishops are condemned to a pitiful
EXistence.

5 f&xds Rpd+

6 iS5

A2l 6 ... ich
422 6. &dé

Editor's mote: The original Mason-
Rosenthal game, Paris 1§78, went
f.. @af 7 dd (better 7 Sxfd) 7
&f6 R Sixl6+ WadE 9 c3 0-0-0 10
{2 &5 with the beiter game for
Black: 11 Wc2 &3 12 gf w6 13
&h3 &bl 14 Lxeh fo 15 bd e5 16
d3 h5 17 §d2 g5 |5 Hagl g4 19
Wd3 Hed 20 fel cf 21 cd? od 22
ed &xbd 23 dxhd Whit 24 o5
Wxbd 25 Hel Exds 26 Wed Ed2+
27 &el Wacd 28 Excd Hxa? 0-1.

All

6 ...
7 &xeT
4) Weaker is 7 dd and now:
al) the immediate 7... f8 leads to
unclear complications: & fixc7+

fich
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d7 9 Sixal fe 10c3 &h6 1] &g
gi+ 12 gf Rxf3+ |3 &xf1 Wed+ 14
Hed S5+ 15 bed Bde+ 153,
Strogovich-Solonkovich, Leningrad
1960,
al)7...0-D-08 c3 7S 0Wd3 Hif6 10
&xf6 gf 11 &x14 fe 12 Wred &he
with a4 won position for Black,
Keres-Kunerth, corres 1936,
b} 7 ¢3 however, as Glaskov points
out, is possible: 7 . 0-0-0 {if 7 ...
HieS & ddl) § Wel Wyel+ 9 doxe|
EcB 10 d4! Exed+ 1] &2 witha
level game.
y AR wds!
As will become clear later, 7 ..
Fd7 s bad,
8 Dwal el
This usced to be considered the
strongest. However, after Jago-
J.E Littlewnad, English Counties
Corres Ch 1964-5, another inter-
esting continuation became well-
known: 8 ... &vdd1? 9 &d3 WIES! [0
<l Wab+ 1l cd &cS 1204 &6 13
be @ixed 14 Wel TeB 15 Wrxed
{Panov and Estrin recommend 15
What g5 16 &wps &Hixcs+ 17
Eudd Wit~ |8 dxeS Wel+ 19
wdd Wedi+ 20 Sd3 L5421 Ded+
&cl 22 &c2 Wxed wilh a strong
attack) 15 ... Txed 16 dxed Huf3
17 gf? (17 &bé1 - 1. E. Littlewood -
would have led to an unclear
position) 17 .., Wb+ and Black
Wor,
9 h3
Bronstein's idea. It is ecssantial
that the gd square should betaken
away from Black.
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e .. Rf3+
The position after 9 ... £hs 10
ddl &xfl 11 gf &xf3 12 &3
Whi+ 13 &p2 Wxd| (if Black™s
kitig was on 47, 14 bS5+ would
now win) 14 &d3 Wh3 15 x4
requires practical testing,
Editer's note: the game Jago-
A.R.B. Thomas, English Counties
Corres Ch 19534, continued 15
. @ed 16 Hhfl 15 17 Hael fe
13 e+ &d7 19 Exed Wd5 20
Bp3 g6 21 ST Wxa? 22 dS) a6
23 Ef7 Hgh 24 b3 Hg7 25
Hexe7+! Mxe7 26 Hxg7 ®as 27
dé 1-0.
10 gf Wel
11 dar?
Inviting Black to play for a win.
After 11 d4 Black is forced to
take the draw by 11 .., Bxf3+ 12
el {12 &d2 Wel+) 12 .. Wedt
13 ke W+, since 13 ... £347
loses to 14 $d2 &bd+ 15 c3 Wi+
16 el fe 17 Wxe2 Wxdd+ 13
el
| § Wxil+
12 el Wxhi
13 &xf4 &+
And now instead of 14 &f27 as
pPlayed in Kuindzhi-Gusev, Moscow
1970, 14 e2! L5 15 3 £f6 16
Wad, as poimed out by Kuindzhi,
would have led to a game with
chances for both sides,

A2
& ... Rde!
[t is more difficult for White to
find counterchances in this variation

than in the first as he makes no
material gains.
7 dd4(56)

7. &k

This is the old line. Examples
from modern practice deserving
atténtion are;

a) 7. ST § Hixe? WueT 0 e5 [
10 &xf4 fe 11 de &6 12 &2 fxes
13 & xe5 Sixe5 14 WdS &xf3 15 gf
EdR 16 Wed 0-017 Hel xf3+ and
Black wins, Ashikhin-V_ Zhuraviey,
Yurmala 1964,
b) 7 .. &6!? 8 &ixfot+ gl 9 c3(9
&d3 Wh5 10 &e2 Hoé with
advantage to Black, Planing-
Djurovié, Yugoslavia 1965) 9 ...
Exf3 10 gf ¢ 11 de fixcs 12 el
Wg5 13 Wd2 Whd (Bronstein-
Alatortsey, USSR Ch 194%5) 14
Wel with an equal game,

8§ e5 0-0-0

P &

After 9 ed? Exd6 10 o4 Bf6itis
doubtiul whether Black's attack
can be met.

' S Sige
10 o4
Spassky-Furman, 27th USSR Ch,

Tallinn semi-final 1959, In this
position, in Furman's opinion,
Black stands better after 10 ..
S hd!

Editor's note: Instead Furman
plaved 10 ... &f57 and lost after
11 ed @fxdd+ 12 Sed3! Wh5 13
#e2 &6 14 $g3 cd 15 bd Ehed
16 Hel &7 17 ded Who 1B Wel
gxds+ 19 cd Bed+ 20 &d3 Eiod
21 &e2 Exel 22 &xel &xd3
23 de Bxcd 24 &cd W+ 25
Wd2 dadt+ 260 &b2 Whe 27
&xg7 &bk 28 23 Wpd 29 416 HcB
0 HEcl Ec® 31 b5 1-0 (time, but
the position is fost anyway).

B
3 Zcd

By developing his bishop instead
of his knight White tempis Black
to check with his gueen on hd.
Then, al the cost of no longer
being able 1o castle, White hopes
to entice Black into a bad position.

Whilst 1n days gone by this
check was extremely popalar, in
modern times the strongest retort
tothe Bishop's Gambit is regarded
as being the Iaenisch/Rogoljubow
system, where Black strives to
seize the initiative by means of a
central breakthrouph. It is becapse
this particular system offers Black
comfortable lines of development,
that the Bishop's Gambit is met
far more rarely in contemporary
tournament practice than the
King's Knight's Gambit.

Replies tried by Black are:

Crher Third Moves for White &7

Bl 3.. 15

B 3.. d5

B3 3... 57

B4 3 ... Whi-

BS 3... &6

B1
X | ]
4 We2!

Freeing dl for the king. Weaker
are:
a) 4 £ What 5 $fl fe 6 Fixed
£e7 7 d4 Sihb & £33 Whi5 9 x4
ds 10 &ig? W7 11 &b5+ b 12
£xhé cb 13 kel 0-0 14 gl Apd!
Maroczy-Marco, Yienna 1903,
b} 4 ef @hd+ 5 &1 3 6 d4 [g+7
dxg? Oif6 8 We2+ Hdf 9 Ked
Bich 103 dS 11 &d3 £d6 12 Hd2
Ted 13 &fl £f4 14 &5 Wedt
Black’s position is better {analysis
by S.A.Strensen in Nordischen
Schachzeimmg 1873).

d  wns What

4. fe 5 WhS+ g66 WesS+ WeT 7
WxhB it was played in Pillsbury-
Marshall, Vienna 1903, and now,
following Neumann's analysis,
White could have obtammed an
advantage by B b3l d59 RaiciI0
& xcS WxcS 11 Wxf6 dc 12 Wxfd,

5 &di fe
6 Wxed+  Re7
7 &3
Or 7 da &5 § Wxfd Wxid with a
level position.
i SR Whi
8 Hel et

9 b4 &6 10 We2 d6 11 &b ab.
The position is equal {analysis by



B8 (her Third Moves for Whire

W.C Spencer of Chicago, Chess
Journal [873). According to Keres,
Glaskov's move 9 S xp® Eyp¥ 10
el db 11 Bd5 &S 12 Wed
Sxc2M 13 &2 iz less than
convincing if Black plays 12 .
S&pd instead.

B2
3 ... d3
Editor's note: This move made
its first appearance in Bilguer-
Bledow, 1841.
4 Rxds
Bronsiein has experimented
with 4 cd. Against Tseshkovsky,
USSR 1978, the game continued 4
. @f6 5 Se3ch 6 ddod 7 AbSH
Bc6 8 Bxfd £469 Fige2 0-0 100-0
Rxfd (10 .. Rpgd 11 Re5 &eT 12
&1ad Hed 13 &hl Eci. Bronstein-
Mogueiras, Yurmala [978, was
equal) i Ixfd &gd 12 Wwd2
Sxe2? 13 Qxel Wh6 14 Tdl with
a slight advantage to White.
4 ... afe
5 &l ibd
Worseis 5 ... ixd5 6 GixdSg5 7
W3 278 h4c69 &icI h6 10 hg hg
11 Exh8+ &xh8 12 Whi &16 13
&f3 g4 14 $e5 WeT 15 dd A hd+
16 &fl &g3 17 &el with a big
advantage to White, Dementiev-
Lapitsky, USSR 1959,
6 &3
White has even less chance of
obtaining an advantage after:
a) 6 Fige2 ®xc3 7 be &ixd5 § ed
Wha+ 9 &0l 2g4 10 Wel Wxel+
11 &xel {3 with an equal game

{(Cordel}; or
b) 6 W3 00 7 Gwe? Hey ¥ 00
Spd 9 Wodd Sxe? 10 $xed Fixds
11 ¢d Hxc2 12 Wabd W5 with the
better game for Black, Flamberg-
Spielmznn, Abbaria 1912,

6 i Jexc3!

It is better te make this
exchange at once. After 6 ... (L0 7
0-0 skxc3 8 dc c6 9 Rcd Wxdl 10
Hxdl @xed || Lxf4 White had
the advantage in Rlackburne-
Pillsbury, Hastings 15935,

T de ch
B ficd Wxdl+ 9 &xdl 0-0 10 £ ufd
fxed 11 Hel the game is level
(Bilguer).

B3

A g T

Fdiror's note: This was introduead

by Steinitz in 1898,

4  dywld ch

5 Wi
a) 5 Wel is the move preferced by
the old manuals, reference being
made to two games, Halprin-
Steiniiz and Janowski-Steinitz,
both Vienna 1898, The first went 5
. Biph 6 hd hS T &1 Re7 8 dadn
9 g3! Lgd 10 Rxf4 D4 1) pf
Rxhd+ 12 Hxh4 £xf3 13 Wha.
The second deviated with & &3
bS7 AbIb4 8 &nd]l £a69d43 4cs
10 h4, In both cases Whita's
advantage cannot be doubted.

However, Steinitz’s play can be

improved upon. In the first game,
after 6 hd, Black should not, of
course, take this pawn because of

6... Gixhd 7 Wh3 g6 8 H3 4eT9
& xf7+1; but 6 ... hS looks rather
dubious. The continuation & ...
db! 7 hS &es 8 d4 Zpd 9 &f3
Sracd 10 Wxed hé 11 £xf4 HidT 12
0-0-0 %e7 would lead to a sharp
position in which Black's chances
are not worse. In the second game,
obvigusly weak is 6 ... b57 which
should be replaced by 6... d6 7 d4
& pd! with a satisfactory position
for Black.

b} Probably becanse of these
possibilities, Fischer, in his game
against Minié, Vinkowvel 1969,
chose § &4f3 d5 6 &b3! de 7 Sixed
&d5 and now White could have
ontained the advanilage with 8 c4!
&6 0 Swfe+ Wafh 100-0 £e7 11
dd &d7 12 We2! g5 13 Hixgd!
Wxas 14 &34 with a won position
for White. A variation pointed out
by Fischer.

Editor's noie: Instead Fischer
plaved & We2 and won after 8 ...
2e7 9 c4 £cT 10 d4 0-0 11 &xid
&ieb 12 died dbat 13 &2 847 14
c517 &6 15 Sxfé+ Wit 16 Thil
&if2 17 fxfd Wxid 18 g3 Who 19
gl 4h3(19.. £c6!7- Hartston)
20 Fel! &xfl 21 Hxfl &d2 22
Bf1 Bad8 23 Hixf7 Exf7 24 WeT!

10,

s ... &g

6 dd4 &hd
7 &ige2 00 B 0-0 W5 9 e5 WeT 10
&xfd Hxf4 11 x4 d5 12 ed
Wxd6 13 Dfe2 L6 14 Ded We?
15 Sach Wieh 16 814 We? 17 3
&db6 White stands better, Planine-
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Matanowvic, Ljubljana 1969,
Editor's nete: Planine won
neatly: 18 Hacl WdE 19 %Whl &7
20 &h5 £d7 21 Wed gh 22 Wxd 7!
gh 23 Wh3 hd 24 85 &hi 25 Befl
Wd7 26 Wd3 Wet 27 HeS Wd7 28
Hxe7 (28 ... WxeT 29 &816) 1-0.

B4
3 oL,
4 &N
Mow Black has:
B4l 4... ¢b
B42 4 ... &fh
B43 4 ... &k
B44 4 ... d5
B45 4 ... dé
B4t 4... g5
B47 4 ... IS

Wha+

B4l

4 ... ch

S M ES
6 Wil &f6 7 g3 WhS B &5 d5 0
Wxh3 @ahl 10 de? with advantage
to White, Zakharchenko-Usachi,
Kiev 1970,

B42
4 ... L] 8

This was first mentioned by
Jaenisch in 1843 - g,

5 &3 Bhs
6 @el!

Weaker is 6 d4 when Black can
play either 6 ... d5 Ted £d6orb..,
Sixed?! 7T We2 d5 8 &xds Wxds ¢
&icl.

b ... d&
7 e5 de
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E fxes &e09 &xf7 Wxl7 10 @ xe6
We? 11 &cB with a big advantage
to Whitc {Bilguer).

R43
4 ... Breh
Ediior's note: This was first
recommended by Samual Boden
in 1RSI,
5 d4 ES
6 &l fige7
Or 6. 277 Bf3 Whi§ &2ds
ddf 9hd Sixdd 10 F2 &xi3 11 hg
with advantage to White, Chigonn-
Schmidt, 5t Petersburg 1879,
T g3 fg
2 &2 ds
D hg Wed 10 Wxpd Sxgd 1] ed
fnxdd 12 fxg5 with advantage to
White { Keres).

Rdd
4 ... ds
5 fxds g3
5 .. Bf6 leads to a position
where White's chances arc beiter
after 6 £ic1 2 b47 £b3 Hich B HI
Whi 9 e3 &xcd 10 be {10 dc'? is
worthy of attention) 10 ... Bed 11
d4 Bg3+ 12 dgl Sixhl 13 &xfd
Spielmann-Jacobsen, Copenhagen
1923,
6 g
The strongest move, found by
Chigorin {Bilguer, 1916, attributes
the move to Gifford - ed.). Now:
a) Maroczy-Pillsbury, Vienna 1903,
went 6 {3 WhS 7 hd &g7 8 dé
Fie? 9 &icd he 10 Wd3 fSbeb 1]
Fied (11 Hb57 00 12 ¢3 Sxd5 13

ed @e? 14 Gxc? &5 fuvours
Black) 11 ... &xds 12 ed 827 3
Hgl g4 14 Dixfd W5 15 es
Wxd3 and now, as Keres points
out, after 16 od 0-0 17 &ed the
position offers equal chances.
b) & W} &fd 7 Wed? (T gl
transposes into the main variation)
Duras-E.Cohn, Abbazia 1912, is
dubious because of 7 ... $ibd7.

6 ... Whé

Badis 6 .. fg 7 Wi3! g2+ 2 gl

&ihé ¢ Wegd 2d6 10 Wxhdgh 11 d4
Hef+ 12 &f1 Hpeb 135 &e7 14
Red with slightly the betler pame
for White, Chigorin-Marocry,
Vienna [903.

Todd &.f6

E W Fixds
9 ed £d46 10 cd bé 11 hd with the
better game for White, Duras-
Spielmann, Abbazia 1912, In this
last line 8 ... &ed! and then taking
on df seeme Lo mert senicus
consideration.

B45
4 ... dé
This line was first mentioned by
Cozio in 1766 — ed.
5 &ad dieb

6 We2 ch
7 &4f3 WeT
7 ... Wh5? would be answered
by § &ids!
g8 d4 Bxed
9 Wxcd g5
14 &5

S0 far Fischer-Evans, US Ch, New
York 19634, Now Black could

have equalised with 10 ... de 11 de
Bd7 12 Hied Eixe5 13 Sxed Wres
14 %d2 Wd5 (Fischer). Ediior's
nate: The game actually went 10...
d5 11 ¥d3 @as 12 He? &b4 13
W1 0-0-0 14 3 a6 (5 hd pd 16
@vh2 h3 17 Sxfd Wxha? (berter 17
... @bE) 18 gl &h6 19 &f]1 WeT
20 fHixhs Had 21 &fgd Hgé 22
@if4 Hp523 fel 10724 Wl Tl
25 Dfe2 16 26 of Wxib 27 Axh6
Sd6 28 Hfl Wef 20 Rf4 DdeB 30
Ohé dxf4 31 Wxi4 We?T 32 Ef6
fieh 33 WeS Dg5 34 WxeT Hrxe?
35 LfE+ OxfB 36 HaxfE+ 1-0.

Bdb
F. e gt
This dates from Lopez, 1561 —ed
5 &3

Even stromger than 5 &if3
(Polerio), which also lzads to an
advantage for White after 5 ...
Whs £ hd h6 7 dd L7 B &weld Se7
9 &gl Wg6 10 <5 d6 11 BbS ete,
fLevenfish and Bilguer 1850).

8 G’
6 d4 A7
7 g3 Ig

8 &pl Whé
Or 8 ... d6 9 hg Wed 10 L2 Wd7
11 &xp5 with advantage to White,
Paulsen-Kolisch, 3rd mateh game,
London 1861,

9 ng wge
1 af hé&
1 &ds! (57}

This move and the main variation
following on from the comhbination
were found by Neumann: 11 ..
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&ixds 12 ed 0-0 13 db! Wxdé 14
&ixg5 hg 15 Wd3 Bek 16 xf7+
&xf7 17 SxpS+ el 18 Haeld
and White wins,

B47
R 3

This 1s an attempt to transpose
to variation Bl without piving
White the chance to play Well
freeing dl for the king. However,
it fails to 5 e and now Black no
longer has ... &3 (which would bea
strong reply to 4 25 in B1) because
the black queen is not on ds.

BS

i R 06!

The straongest reply, { First given

by Lopez in 1561 - ed).

4 &3
a) 4 e85 is answered of course hy 4
AR
b) 4 Wel d5! 5 ed+ LeT b &3 00
and Black has a good position,
Gheorghiu-Portisch, Amsterdam
1970,
o) 4 d3 is harmless. Pomar-
Portigch, Nice O 1974, continued
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4 .. d5 Sed £d6 6 Wed+ %eT 7
G1c3 00 8§ Rd? {8 &xfd Rb4!)and
nowby 8 ... £b490-0-0 &xc3 10
Sxcld Pxd5 Black could have
reached a perfectly satisfactory

position,
B5I 4 ... &bd?
B5I 4 ... ch!

Ediior's note: The game Spassky-
Murmamedov, Rostov semi-final,
2Bth USSR Ch 1960, went 4 ... d6 5
dd £e7 6 £x130-0 7 D3 Fxed 8
&ixed d5 9 £d3 de 10 Kxed Hrd7
11l @612 22 &d6 13 fixdbed
14 (-0 Spd 15 Wd3 &h5 16 &hd
g6 17 Gxgh fg 18 Hael W7 19
AbM FhE 20 fe6 Hack 21 od
de? 22 He2 Efef 23 Hfel Was 24
a3 h5 25 W3 We5 26 Bil h6 27
di g 28 W2 &d7 29 hd W6 30
Bxd? Wx2+ 31 Efuf2 Sxe2 32
Sined Eel+ 32 Tl Exc8 34 Ei7
ZbE 35 bd a5 36 <5 10,

Bsl

4 .. sibd

5 &f

Castro-Karpov, World Junior

Ch, Stockholm 1969, confirmed
yet again that the complications
arising after S e5d36 b5+ o6 7 ef
cb B fg EgB 9 W2+ £e6 10
b5+ Dich 11 Wxb7 He 12 &3
Hxg? 1300 &hl |4 Hel+ &i¥ 15
He? fed! 16 ER? &5 are
{avourable to Black. Editor's note;
The game concluded 17 d4 &ixdd
18 Sixdd Rxdd 19 £x4 Rx24 20
SHxiZ Zg6 21 dpl d4 22 Ef] Wd7
23 Whit+ Tpk 24 Hed WdS 25

We7 Web 26 WhT £c2 27 Hel
Hxc? 28 g5 W5 29 &es Txpi i
hd Wxes 0-1.

8. s Dieh

Orji. ch6eSdiiefdcBiy

Qg8 9 d4! cd 10 cd Exg7 i1 0-0
with advantage to White.

6 ads! -0

7 00 Tixed

Slightly better is 7 ... &xd5 B ed

£e7 9 s he 10 Sed Sg6 1] ¢
&a5 12 d4 with a small advantage
to White.

& d4 et

9 &xfd dé
10 Wd3 &6 1] @5 gh 12 Sixe?
fixe7 13 @xf7 Hxi7 14 &xfT+
wxlT [5 £g5 &epl 16 Txff+
and White hazs a won position,
Spiclmano-Gntinfeld, Innsbruck
1922

4 ... cbl (58}

This move, suggested by Jaenisch
and analysed by Bogoijubow,
guarantees Black a pood position.

Now White has tried:

B511 5 Wel
B521 5 4b3
B513 5 Wi3
B524 5 d4

BSX1

5 Hel ds!

6 ed+ Xe?

T 0-0

8 &5y

Of course B &xfd is better;

however, this does not change the
overdll assessment of the vanation.

g ... cd

9 Ld3 Aadé
10 0-0 &t 1] #dl fpd Black
stood better in Milev-Barcza,
Bucharest 1953,

Bs1?
5 &b3 ds
5 ed ed!
7 M Rd6
B el 0-0
00

9 &xf4d Lxf4 [0 Hixf4 Heb+ 11
ife2 &gd4 s good for Black.
Fischer recommended 1o this
position 12 &ixd5 fe6 1303 Sxd5
14 hg &xg2 15 Bh2 which is
fine for White, bui, as Keres
points out, Black can improve by
13 .. & h6 or perhaps even
stronger, 12 ... $ch,

2 L. g5

10 Bxds ATE
11 ¢3 §EixdS 12 fxd5 £e7 13 fed
5 with advantage to Black,
Spiclmann-Bogojubow, Mihrisch
Ostrau 1923,
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B523

§ Wi ds

6 od bd6

7 i3

Even worse are:

a) 7 fige2 00 B Sixfd & 3140 Wxld
cd 10 &e2 ek 11 dd &pd
(Levenfisk), or
b} 7 d4 00 8§ &xfd fpd 9 Wal
Hed+ was Winkelmann-Horowitz,
Philadelphia 1936,

N Spd

8 W 0-0

9 AxM Hed+
10 &l SExid

Recommended by Enwe.

Mot altopether ciear is the old
continuation 10 ... b5 11 &b3 b4
12 &ice? Byxd5 13 fxdScd 14 Wl
£xe2+ 15 Sixe? W6 because of
Keres' suggestion 16 Wgs!

11 weld cd

17 Dixds TndS
13 fixd5 $xds5 14 Wxpd Hich
when Black has adequate compen-
sation for the sacrificed pawn.

B524
5 M Abd
& 5

Even worse is 6 W3 d5 7 ed 00
8 &ge? cd 9 Ad3 dpgd 10 Wxf4
Sxe? 1] doxed ek 12 £ed Hel
with a big advantage to Black,
Spielmann-Bogoljubow, Carlsbad
1923.

6 &d3ds Te5 dpd BB Gied9
00 &xecd 10 be £xcd 11 Ebl
Sxdd+ 12 &hl &d7 13 &xfd,
Lutikov-Ermenkov, Yurmala 1978,
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waould have been much better for
Black if he had played 13 ... &c5!
6 ... fied!
Maore decisive than 6 ... d5 7 ef
de 8 fg Bgt 9 &3 Hag? 1000
with equal chances.
7T W3 ds
Rather rash would be 7 ...
Whd+? 8 &f1 &g3+9hg Wahl 10
fed and White wins.
3 ed -0
9 Hgel Whi+!
10 g3 fg 11 hg Wed 12 Wxgd fxpd
13 &d3 Hed Black's advantage is
indisputable.

C
3 kel

Tartakower's variation. {The
move was first analysed by
Jaenisch - ed).

After a lengthy break this last
move of White 15 coming back
into fashion again. Although a
modest-looking move it still leaves
Dlack quitc a few problems to
overcome if he is not to get the
inferior position.

. I d5

The most energetic continuation.

Other possibilities worthy of
mention are;

a) 3 ... ©e7 and now:

al) 4 d4? d5 5 ed &ixd5 6 &f3
&bd+ 7 c3 ReT 8 0-0 0-0 Black's
position is better, Tartakower-
Alekhine, New York 1924,

a2) 4 HicH! d5 5 ed Hixd5 6 Hxds
Wrud5 7 @3 s stronger, transposing
to the main variation.

b} 3 ... hé, This move, appropriated
from the King's Knight's Gambit,
15 out of place here. After 4d4 g5 5
hd &p7 6 g3 fg 7 hg hg 8 ExhB+
Axh8 9 &ed d6 10 &) Seb 1)
Wd2 g4 12 0-0-0 White obtained
the advantage in N.Littlewood-
Lwaig, Tel Aviv O 1964,
4 ed &if6

On 4 ... &e7 White should play:

a) 5 o4l c6 6 dd Db 7 D3 Kb5 B
&3 with possibilities for both
sides.
b) The weaker 5 &13 $ixd5 6 Se2
2e7 70-00-0 8 4 &f69d4g5 10
&£1be3 was played inN. Littlewoaod-
Lengyel, Hastings 1963-4, and
now, as Keres points out, Black
could have achieved a good
position with 10 ... fich.

Editor's nate: Instead the game
went 10 ... &hE 1! b4!? £1bd7T 12
&b2 Eel 13 d5 &S 14 &Hipd
Sived 15 dxed Q66 16 Sxfd) gf 17
Whi &High 18 Hxfd! £xb2 19 Exi?
Kda+ 20 Fhl &y7 21 L xp6 h622
Exg7 &gl 23 fxeB W6 24 Hel
&f5 25 Efl &p6 26 Wdl W3 27
dixg6 1-0.

5 B3

This is stronger than 5 cd c6 6 d4
abd+ 7 &f] cd B fixfd dc9 kxbE
&yd5! with the better position for
Black, Tartakower-Capablanca,
New York 1924,

& s &eT

Inferioris 5 ... d66cd o6 7 d4
cd 8 c5 %&c? and now in [gnatiev-
Freidin, Moscow 1962, While
could have consolidated his ad-

vantage with & b4!.

6 04 0-0

7 &l Hxds

B Fmdd Wxds

9 oM g5 (39)

We have reached the position
discussed at the end of Chapter 11
{see p.72). White has attacking
chances.

3 un fioh!

3 ... ¥ha+ leads 1o an unclear
position, since the analysis given
try Breyer {to whom 3 W3 should
b attributed) showing an advantage
for White is not altogether accurate;
4 g3 fg 5 hg W6 6 c) W3 7
&xd3 de¥ 8 DdS AdEIbI D6 10
& b2 Eixd5 11 ed 0-0 12.d6. In this
variation after 9 ... $e7 10 £b2
B0 i1 is not easy for White to
demonstrate that he has adequate
compensation for the pawn.

3 ... d5 however, is a satisfactory
alternative for Black, After 4 ed
&ifh 5 RbS5+ ch 6 de Sach T d4
&d7 8 Sic2 Wha 9 WdI &d6 10c4
00! 11 &xch fxcH he has an
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attractive position, Spiclmann-
Mimzrovitch, match 19046,

4 A
a) 4 &1e2 dS Sed Subd 6 F1a3 Hfsor
by 4 Wxf4 d5 5 ed b4 6 Wedt
We? 7 WxeT4 fxeT B &dl - both
give Black a good position (Keres).

4 ... wife

Kupka-Blatny, Czechoslovakia

1962, developed interestingly: 4 ...
e 5 Wafd 246 6 He3 Dgd 7
Wh3 h5 § d4 W6 9 W2 2xk2 10
Sod Wx3 11 Hixf3 L3+ 12 e2
512 13 TMl &xed 14 23T+ de?
15 &b Dpls 16 £bd? &Hixd2 17
& xd? d6 when Black maintains
his material advantage and has
winning chances.

5 44 d5
6 €5 &ied
T fxf4

7 b5, trying 1o provake Black
into checking with his queen, was
played in Spiclmsnn-Miller at
Gétcborg 1920, Play continued 7
.. Whi+ (simpler would be 7 ...
&e?) 8 &fl g5 9 D2 hed?
(stronger was 9 ... &[5 10 &d3
&3+ 11 hg dxdi+ 12 Wadl
Wxhl 13 gf gf followed by 14 ...
0-0-0 - Spielmann) 10 $ixed &xf3
11 &xf3 Whe 12 &if6e+ LdB 13
h4! with complications favouring
White.

fé

Or7.. &e78 Bd2 159 of Dxfb
10 £.d3 0-0 with the better game
for BRlack in Drimer-Unzicker,
Hastings 1969-70.

B 4bS keT
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* ef A xfé
And now 10 ©d2 $ixd2 is Keres-
Johansson, corres 1939; whilst
Spielmann-Tarrasch, Berlin 1920,

continued 10 &e20-0 11 0-0g5! 12
Rxch be 13 &c5 and now Black
could have obtzined a decisive
advantape with 13 ... Qab!

14 The Falkbeer Counter Gambit

1 e el
2 f ds

With this pawn sacrifice (known
at least as early as 1782, the line
takes itz name from Ernst Karl
Falkbeer, 1819-1885, who published
axtensive analyses in the Denische
Sekachreitung of 1830 — #d ) Black
strives to seire-the initiative. He
has good grounds for hoping to do
=0 in view of his advanced central
pawn hampering the development
of White's pieces, the unsatisfactory
position of White’s pawn on {4
which blocks in its own black-
squared bishop and because there
are a number of weakened squares
1o the centre and on the king-side.

White has a choice of:
A3an
B3 ed

A
3} an
This allows Black to equalise
easily by means of
} oo de

Weakeris 3 ... ¢4 when White
can try for an advantage with 4
42 (4 c3 has also been met).

4 &ixes (60)

Now Black has:
Al 4 .. &dé
A2 4 .. &b
A3 4 .. &7

Al
4 ...
§ dedt?
Alternatives are:
a) 5 Wel when now:
al) 5 ... WeT? was played in
Chigorin-Walbrodt, Budapest 1896,

sdé
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and White gencrated a strong
attack with 6 xed) fo Td4 fe Bie
oh O ficd 2cT 100-0 Re6 11 &g5
g5 12 dixcd S£h6 13 Rcd.
al) Betier is 5 ... &6 6 dd ed 7
Hixdi+ Wel & Sl Spd 9 WieT+
&xe? with an cqual game (analysis
by Chigorin).
b} § d4 ed iz no better for White:
bly 6 #xd3 &f6 7 &e2 0-0 8 00
fich 9 Hicl Hidd |6 K3 Eed with
the bettar game for Black.
b2) 6 fxd3 Hif6 T 0-0 0-0 & $ed
©bd? 9 &xd7 Kxd7 10 h} Hed
with the better game for Black,
Blackburnc-Thomas, England 1912,

8 aos dixes

6 fe fich!

Anderssen-Schaliopp, 1865, went

6 ... Wd4 7 We2 Wxed § d4! Wxd4 9
3 6 10 Lel WdB 110-Dh6 12
ReS HibdT 13 Wxed+! Hxed 14
Jxf7 mate.

7 ebl

After 7 ... Rxed B Rxed fe we

heve a sharp position with chances
for both sides.

Al
[ S Lich
5 &bs [
6 Wel!

With the threat of 7 &ixch.

a) Also possible is 6 d4 ed 7 $ixchH
bc § &xcé+ &d7 9 &xd7+ (on 9
JixaB?, 9 ... Wixal is unpleasant
for White} 9 ... Wxd7? 10 Wxd3
with slightly the betterchances for
White,

b} The immediate 6 Sxcéd be 7

fxch+ 2d7 B Lxal falata 8 ..,
Rpd,

6 ... 247
7 Lxeh be
8 &l
Whirte stands better.
A3
[ ad?
5 a4

Worth attention is 5§ &Hc3n?
Sixes 6 de Wdd 7 We2 Wxes & dd
Wadd ¥ 2e3 WdE 10 BEdl &de il
&xed ST 12 &gS 16 13 L4 0-0
14 Sxd6 cd 15 &xdd with a won
position for White, Lutikow-
Lisitsin, UUSSK 1953, Black should
play 5 ... &gfb here,

5 e ed

i  Sxd3 aipfo

7 el b6
8 &e? dds 20000 10 A3 ch
Lutikov-Nikitin, Tiflis 1959, The
position is level.

B
I e

Now Black has three main
possibilities:
Bl 3. b
B2 3.. ef
Bl 3. ed

Unsatisfactory is 3 ... Wxd$? 4
S1c] Weh 5 fe WxeS+6 Se2 dpa 7
d4 We6 8 Wd3 witha bigadvantage

to White in Tolush-Alatorisey,
Moscow 19448,

Bl

Suggesied by Nimzovitch. How-
ever, it 15 more difticult for Black
to achieve foll equality in this
variation than in other variations
of the Falkbeer Counter-Giambit.,

4 el

Cther possibilities that have
been tested are:

a) 4 W3 ef 5 dc Hxeh 6 RbS HF6T
d4 &d7 Spiclmann-Nimzovitch,
1907, White would now have done
best to play 8 c3,

b} 4 We2 and now:

bl) 4 ... od 5 fe (bad is 5 Wxe5+
ke 6 WxgT? &f6and 7 ... £h4)5
v 06 6 3 dd T 03 Sype? B d3
Hgs 3 Wed D¢l 10 Hhdl 00 1
&b 5! with the better game for
Black, Alekhine-Jdhner, Karlshad
1911.

b2y 4 ... e4?! 5 Wxed+ &el 6 d6
Wxdo 7 0f3 &6 § WS WdE 9

- &ect 0-0 10 0-0. Black does not

bave sufficient compensation for
the pawn, Krutikhin-Zhilin, Novo-
sibirsk 1962,

" E)dde Bixc65d3 4.c56 Hic3 HI6T

@f3 00 8 fe &ixe5 9 &gs (or 9
@ixes HeX 10 &fd Gpd 11 We2
@xe5 |12 fxed Kd4d with a won
position) 9 ... Zed 10 e (10 Hied
&ixed 11 Lxdi Hic3+; whilst if 10
dxes Exed+ 11 fHed Hixed! 12
£xd8 &F2+ 13 Fe? dpd+) 10 ..
éxf3+ 11 gi Wd4 was Lazard-
Tartakower, Paris 1929 (analysis
by Tartakower).
4 G ef

a) Possible is 4 ... od 5 fe dd € Sied
Wd5 7 WeZ &t 8 &3 fgd 9 od!
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de 10 dc 0-0-0 11 &4 &xes 12
axed @xi3 13 W3 Wxes 14 ge?
with a slight advantage to White,
Cheremisin-Kaatorovich, Moscow
1965 Hebden-Tempone, World
Smdent Teams, Chicago 1983,
varied with 7.d3 &6 8 &1 £f59
g3 fpd 10 e but White could
achieve no advantage.

b} Quite unsatisfactory, following
Rubinstein's analysis, is 4... Kbd?
5 &3 fxcd 6 de ed T e od 8
£b5+ cre.

5 &R @i
5 ... Rd6!"? was played in

Hebden-Henley, Mew York 1984,
Afler 6 dd4 &7 7 de &ibed 8 d3
@bt 9 fcd Black can ger the
advantage by 9 ... 415 White
should try 7 #&d3 in this line.

6 d4 didfi
Recommended by Estrin.
After 6 .. f1xd5 7 ©ixd5 Wad5 8

Axf4 Wed+ 9 We? Wxel+ (O

Sxel 2e7 110-0 &e612:40-013

g5 White stands better, Stoliz-

Brinckmann, Swinemiinde 1932,
T We2+ (61

The fate of this variation bangs
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upot the assessment of the
position shown in the diagram.

Analysis shows that White's
position is preferable. Black has:
B11 7... A8

B12 7... ¥e?

Bil
T e &g
8 Hes ed
9 &xfd!

In Cheremisin-Estrin, Moscow
1959, Black obtained the advantage
after 9 &0b3? e’ 10 mxfd Hich 1!
&ic7? Ebs 12 ¢3 &d7 (even simpler
15 12 ... &5,

B e Hich
1 0-0-0

MNow on 10 ... &5 there follows
11 Q2 or 11 Wel with the better
position for White; whilst 10 ..
Axes 11 de @gd loses for Black
after 12 ¥d2 Sxdl 13 ef &h5 14
fe+ &aeg? 15 Ah6t+ &gl 16 Wads
Ag6 17 fod etc.

B12
T g e7
8 Wxe7+ drxe’
9  Hest

This is stronger than 9 Lcd &5
10 0-0 &xc2 11 $ed b5 12 &bl
Exb} 13 ab bd 14 &2 &xd5 15
fixfd BxeS 16 de Hixfd 17 Lxfd
#d7 with equal cliances {(Esirin),

, S A SixdS

Or 9. &f5 10 &xf4 sixc2 1]
@d2! Red |2 dc SxcHh 13 Hel
&b4 14 Ze5 Black cannot avoid
losing material.

10 &HxdsS+ cd

11 &xM 1]
12 &d} &ea 13 000 gxfa 14
&ixfa Zds White has slightly the
better endgame, Tetenbaum-Estrin,
Moscow 1959,

B2
I ... el
4 Wi

This move transposes inlo the
Brever variation (section D, Chapter
13). Although White has obtained
a more sausfactory vartation of
the Brever than | ed e5 214 cf 3
W3 &es!, 1t remains true that
Black faces no real problems.

di e 516
5 &bst

White obtained a good position
after § @3 Rpd 6 Wxfd £d6 7
Weit 2e7 R Scd 0409 & $xf3
10 Bafd &c5 11 S22 $bd7 1264
{Planing-Gligoric, Pula [968), but
Black should have played 5 ..
Rxde!.

Instead, Ree-Gligorié, Teesside
1972, continued 5 dcd &d6! 6 Hicd
00 7 &ge? &egd B W Hbd7
with advaatage 10 Black.

5 pea ch

Other moves mel in praclice
are:
a)5... £d76 &ic3 4ba 7 &ige20-0
B &xd7? &bxd7 9 0-0 &bt 10 Sxfd
i Reti-Spiclmann,  Stockholm
1919, and
b) 5. &bd7 6 &ic3 4d6 7 Spe2 00
B 0-0 &b6 9 §ixf4.

Play is roughly equal in both

T wia Sbd+
Also adegquate is 7 ... WaS+ 8
ficd fed 9 gxcit di 10 Axal
Axf3 11 Hxf3 khd 12000 S xc3
13 bec Wxc3 14 &xi4 Sbd? with
possibilities for both sides.
8 i Lpd
o fixchd &8
10 &xal 23
This position occurred in the
gamec Kuindzhi-1.Zaitsev, Moscow
1970} Now in Kuindzhi's opinian,
White could lLave achieved a
good position after 11 £ixf3! @eT+
12 &dl dd6 13 Zel and 14
&ibd?.

B3
L ed
White can now choose from:

B3 4 &b5+

B3l 4 cd

B33 4 dd

B3 4 Hicd

B35 4 d3
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BM
4  A&bSi
This move, along with 4 ¢4 and
4 d4, offers White no chances of
obtaining an ddvantage.
4 .a ch
& de he
Also possible is 5 ... fixc6 6d4
Was+ 7 Hic3 &bd B £d2 Hfb Yal
Sxcd 10 fxeht be 11 fxcd WeT
12 De2 Zab with good play for
Black, Chigorin—Znosko-Borovsky,
Kiev 1903,
6 Ao ot
7  d4 fubd 7!
8 &l £b6 9 b3 246 with
excellent attacking prospects.

B3l
4 o4 ch
5 &Hied i L]
6 dd ed
7T Wb3 Le7 8 od 000 Liged DbdT

i g3 &bb winning the pawn
back with the better position was
Tartakower-Reti, Vienna 1922,

B33
4 d4 &fe!

Wibe-Stanciu, Havana 1966,
went 4 ... WxdS § a3 c57 6 &
Wedd 7 Wxdd cd 8 Dixed 59 HgS
e 10 fed &S 11 Rd2 h6 12
De6 Rxe6 13 &xe6b and White
abtained the advantage. However,
as Boleslavsky points out, Black
could have equalised hy playing 5
e 006 6 el WdE T Rod Rel.

After 4 ... &f6! White has
nothing betier than to transpose
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to the positions analysed above:
eg 5 Ab5Stch, or Scdch b $iel
(dangerous here would be 6 dc
Sixeh 7 d5 becanse of 7. &cS1) 6
weoed el

By

4 el &6
And now:

BMI1 § fcd

BM2 5 d3

B343 5 Wel

Bl
5 &ed T
6 dd ed
T #xdd 0-0
8 Spgel

If the immediate 8 h3, 8 ... ch

would be adequate.

| (- Sipd

9 W3 el
10 b2 &ie3 11 &xed Hxed 12 WYl
Whd+ with sufficient initiative for
the pawn, Spassky-Tumurbator,
Student O, Leningrad 1960,
Editor's note; Spassky outclassed
his opponent: 13 &d2 Hef 14 &l
£d7 15 &bl a6 16 a4 bb 17 g3
Wd8 13 Wg2 &b7 19 Edl We7 20
Hidé fixda 21 Exdd Wes 22 Wd2
Ecl+ 23 &a2 Exalt 24 &xal b
25 b3 ba 26 &xad Sb6 27 Ded
R 28 &bl 4520 Welad 30 Ra2
al 31 b4 Wc8 32 g4 h6 33 £b) a2
34 @S Ra6 35 db cd 36 Txdb
Wc7 37 Hgb 1-0.

Bu2
5 43 ah4

6 S&d2
Suspect is 6 de? fixed 7 Wd4
S xei+ B be 0-09 &FI Hed 10 Rel
We7 1! bS5 ch 12 de fdé 13 be
fixb5 14 baW Nxd4 15 od Wxed+
16 dedl a6 with 2 won position
for Black, Gossip-Schiffers, Breslau
1289,
6 ... e3
In Spassky-Bronstein, Moscow
1971, Black tried 6 ... 007 when
7 &ixed He8 & fxbd &ixed 9 de
Hxed+ 10 Se2 Bxbd 11 D3 Hxfd
12 ¥d? Wd6 13 0-0-0led 1o aslight
advantage to White. Ediror's note:
The game continued 13 ... Hd7 14
&d4 ab 15 37 (15 Seb! fe 16 de
Wxd2+ |7 Exd2 &fE 13 e7 with
advantage to White, or 16 ... AF6
17 Wel! apain better for White -
Kotov) 15 ... 26 16 Bhel &e5 17
£hS Rd47 18 We2 HeB 15-14.
T Hxeld 0-0
B ad2
The attempt to rehabilitate this
varation in Gruzman-Kimelfeld,
Moscow 1966, with 8 el
proved unsoccessful after 8 ..
Exc3+ 9 be BixdS 10 £42 W6 11
Wel Eef 12 o4 el 13 W2 fixe?
14 Wxi6 gf 15 Dxel fgd 16 h3
HZxe2+ 17 &dl Exd?4+ Black's
position is preferable.
B ... &xc3
o be HeB+
10 el dgd
and now not 11 ¢4? ¢b 12 de Sixch
13 &fl Exe2! with a quick rout,
Schulten-Morphy, New York 1857,
but 11 &2 Lxe? 12 Dxel Wrds

and, despite being a pawn down
“the chances are roughly cqual.

- B343

5 'Wel

&5 (43)

Black has several other pos-
sibilities here:
a) If 5 ... £d6 {or 5 ... Lc5) White
plays & d3! (this is sironper than 6
Sixed? 00 7 Sxfe- Wxib 8 W
L5 9 d} @hd+ as occurred in
Giunsberg-Bardcleben, Hastings
18951 6 ... 0-0 7 de #xed B Hixed
Ee® 0 W3 15 10 &ed fe 11 W2
and White has the advantage
(Rubinstein).
bl 5 ... fe7! gives White the most
bother:
h1) 6 d3?! the move recommended
by theory, can lead to difficulties:
6 ..ed 7 Wxdl Sad 8 al Hicli 9
Wdd 0-0 10 b4 (betteris 10 2e2) 10
... HeB! with a very strong attack
for Black, Khavsky-Knyshenko,
USSR 1962,
b2} 6 & xed is also risky. After 6...
00 7 @uxfe+ &xft B W3 Led+ 9
ddl c6 10 Ded b5 11 b3 £BT12
&2 a5, Planine-Vasyvkov, Wijk
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aan Zee 1973, Black had strong
pressure for his matenial sacrifice,
b3) 6 h31? is Whilte's bestreply: 6.
GixdS T ExdS Wxd’ B 462009
We3d &Sd7 10 &od Bad 11 &e2
&6 12 $cd and White's position
is preferable.

¢) 5 ... &pgd?! can hardly be good
for Black, The most legical reply
is 6 Wel! The attempt to win a
picce by ¢ Wb5S+? can end
miserably for White: 6... £ibdT 7
h3 a5 & Wad b5 9 Wa5 &ixd5 and
Black wins, Zubova-Konstantinova,
UUSSE. 1963,

6 h3t

Khavsky's idea, which deserves
very close attention,

Black has no difficilties after 6
Pixed &ixed 73 Whed ! (Rubinstein
only examined 7 ... Wxd3 B Rd2
£¢e7 9 de Wxcd 10 Wxed fxed 11
0-0-0 with advantage 10 Whitc) &
@d] (if & g3 then & ... We7 9 dc
&xed) & . WeT9de & xed (Keres),

6 ... h5

T b (64;

Now that Black has weakened
his king-side with 6 ... h5 White
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must castle queen-side as quickly
as possible 5o as lo begin active
vperations in the venire and on the
king-side.
T G o

Black could iry to block White's
king-side by 7 ... h4M e.g. 8 &b2
S5 9 Bived &eT 10 gd! hg 11 W3
Wxds (after 11 ... g2 12 fxg2
2hd+ 13 &dl White has a big
material advantage) 12 Rp2 &ich.

§ i cd

9 I&d4 Ld7
10 &b2 e
i1 el

This sharp position requires
practical testing.

B3is
4 d3 LAY 1Y

Other moves arc weaker:
a)d .. WxdS5 We215(5 ... &f6 6
&ic3 leads to 1 favourable variation
fer White of Broostein-Szabo,
given later —sze p. 108) &€ 8e3 dbd
7 @d? fxclf dxc3 Hiff and now:
al}9 0-0-0 Wxa? 10 de Hixed 11 b3
0-0 12 Wed+ EhE 13 4b2 White
stands better {analysis by Reti).
a2} 9 de Wxed 10 Wxed+ e 11 £cd
with advantage to White {Panov
and Estrin),
b) 4 ... ed
bl)5 Wxd3d 566 &ic £c57 4d2
0-0 8 0-0-0 &ibd7 9 g3t @bé 10
R &pd 11 B3 Hibxd5 1203 with
advantage to White in  Stoltz-
Marshall, Folkestone O1 1933,
b2) Also possible is 5 &xd3 Hf6 6
@icl Re7 7 &3 0-0 8 0-0 £bdT 9

S 5ib6 10 kb3 Keres-Lilienthal,
Moscow 1941,
B351 5 &d2
BA52 5 Wel
Bis3 5§ de
For 5 &3 see B3I, p.102,

B35
5 &ad2 (65

B3511 5.. 3N

B3512 5... &1S
B3S132 § ., ed!
B3s11
5 ... el
A dublous comtinuailicn.
6 Hicd Sixds
7 WY
This is stronger than 7 &xeld
fixfd B g3 169 £g2 £46 1050

00 11 0-0, which also gives White
a slight advantage, Keres-Stalda,
corres 1933,
7 ... de7

Pachman's recommendation 7
... B3N ig not good: § fiwed &h7
when Pachman considers that
Black hag sufficient initiative for
the sacrificed pawn. After 9 Wed+

[also good is 9 d4! af M ad) 9 ..
&c7 10 &5 o6 11 DxgT+ &f8
{2 ©h5! (this isbettertham 12 B35
Wda7 13 S &ufs 14 Se5 Web 15
Hd4 Wdt winning a picce for
three pawns) Black is left a pawn
down without any initiative.

g {fhixeld fixed
9  Rxed 0-0
1M W

In Damjanovié-Gligori¢, Zagreb
1965, the weaker 10 el was
played: 10 ... &b 11 &3 K612
000 Heb 13 HdS £d4 14 o4 £e6
15 W2 &xcl 16 @ixed Wdd 17
Ed? Hadl 18 Hie2 WG with
approximatcly cqual chances.

After 10 W20 $d5 11 &3 iris
not clear whether Black has
sufficient ¢ompensatton for his
pawn minus.

B3s12
5 ... &5
This move, which leads to great
complications, is not as reliable as
5. edl
6 de Sixed (66)
& ... &xed” can be met by 7
fixed ixed and now:
a) B Ged ®Wha+9 g3 Hixgld 10 D3
al) 10 ... WhS 11 hg Wxhl 12 Wel
with a strong attack.
a2y 1¢... WeT 11 hg Wxed+ 12 Wel
White has a small advantage in the
endgame.
b} 8 £0317 is a possibility. After
the natural 8 ... &c5 9 We2 22+
10 &dl Wxd5+ 11 Sid2 £5 12
Wh5+! WxbS+(12... c67 13 Wixb7
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loses for Black) 13 &xb54+ ek
(very bad is 13 ... ¢6 14 &d3 &cs
15 &xfS 040 16 &1e4!) 14 Hixed {c
15 e &b 16 e 0-0-0 17 Lxch
be 18 Ehdl Edé 10 c4! S xe3 20
@xed Hhd8 21 HExdé Hxdo 22
Bel Hd¥+ 23 dxed BEd) 24 &3
Ixb2 25 He7 White has a won

endgatme,

BIS121 7 We2
B35122 7 Hel3

B35121
7 Wel
This leads Lo complicated play
which has been little analysed.
Black should reply
T ... &Ebd'?
B b5+
Also possible is 8 ¢3 0-D and
now:
a) Dangerous is 9 cb Zef 10 &cd
fieh 11 &f3 (or 11 de? Wha+) 11
o Eb4 with a very strong attack
{Panov and Estrin).
b) 9 Sixed Hel 10ch Hxed 11 &red
We7 12 02 &d7 13 Wd2 (inlerior
is 13 WhS p6 14 WeS Hxed 15
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Wxe? Hxel 16 203 &6 with the
better endgame) 13 ... He¥ 14 244
&ife 15 &f1, In Keres” opinion, is
is difficult for Black to demaonstrate
that his attack compensates for
the sacrificed material,

Bo... Sich

9 3 ab
Sugpested by Estrin,

10 Wd3

Whitc has several alternatives:

a) Kaila-Ridala, Finland 1955,
ended in catastrophe for White
after 10 We2 &dd 11 cd? (this
loses, whilst |1 Wd3! would have
set Black difficult problems) 11 ...
0-0 12 a3 Zad 13 b4 &b6 14 Sixed
Bet 15 £el Exed 16 0-0-0 We7
elc,
b) 10 Wed! leads to complicated
play which requires practical
testing. 10 ... b5 11 Wxeo+ £d712
Wxpf Wxald 13 cb 2166 14 fed;or
13 ., Wxd5 14 dhxed Wrxed 15 D2
Brxbd+ 16 &2 0-0 17 ad with the
better chances for White.
c) A position similar to that in b)
arises, but with animporiant extra
tempo for Black in exchange for
the insignificant b-pawn, after 10
Wxbh7 Ldd 11 Wxcht+ &d7 12
Wxal Wxal 13 cb 0-0, when White
has a difficult position.

1 ... Hxel

11 x5 WeT+

12 el fixeld
13 &ixe W2+ 14 dxe? Hidd+
15 &di HBxf% 16 Hel &d7 Black
has a slight advantage in the
endgame (Keres).

Bis122
7T &l Les
a) Estrin's and Panov’s suggestion
7 ... £e7is dubious because of §
£d4! (but not the line recommendad
by Keres: § ked co 9 &ixed Rxed
1} d6 because of the zwischenzug
10 ... &xf3, If Black were to take
the d-pawn there would follow 1]
ST+, Now 8 ... &h4+ can be
met by 9g3 Dixgd 10 hg (10 &b5+T?
loses to 10 ... 6 11 hg &xgi+ 12
il WxdS) 10 .. &xgi+ 11 de?
Bgd+ 12 0di3 -0 13 Wd3 and
Black does not have sufficient
compensation for the piece,
b} Also in White's favour is 7 ..
Abd? B c3 WeT 9 @es.
8 4&d3 Sixd2

Badis 8 ... §1f2 9 We2+ WeT 10
WreT+ &xe? 1] &xf5 £ixhl 12
£ib3.

9 Lxfs M
10 Wxi3 -0
11 442 Hel+
12 <&dl

White's extra pawn and the two
bishops should bring him victory
(Keres),

B3513

£ ... ed!

6 &xd3d SixdS (57}

Also playable is 6 ., Wxds 7

Sngf3 bpd 8 Weld fe? 0 Hed
Fich 10 ixfo+ gf 11 Sed Wed 12
h3 &xf3 13 &xi3 &dd 14 Waebd
Syxf3+ 15 02 g 16 &xfl with
equal chances, Efremov-Abramsorn,
USSR corres 1960,

T Welt

Inferior is 7 fed Sbd, ep. B
265+ c6 9 WadB+ ads and now:
a) 10 dad4 RIS 11 £g5 Kxc2 12
Sx7+ de?d 13 Axe? Huc2t
14dl Hixal 15 &xhd £ab 16
&d? Ed8 17 dcl &bd 18 &xbd
Sixbd 19 53 de7 2 Belt &6
21 Hed c5 22 &g5 Hxh8 23 g4
&d3+ and Black wins, Durao-
Robatsch, Malaga 1964. Mimié
suggests 18 Rel as a possible
improvement for White, but Black
can also play better with 11 ... &ed
12 &dl 6 13 Sigl3 Dbab with
more comiortable development
for Black.
b) 10 &d3 Hixd3+ 11 cd Dab 12
36 13 h3 &eT 14 &d42 b4 15
Sxbd 2 xbd 16 S22 Heh 1723 2K
18 Ehel &c6 19 H1d4 &d5 with a
hig advantage to Black, Damjanovic-
Pachman, Sarajevo 1966.

T o wWeT!
Euwe's recommendation. Also
possible is 7 ... &e7 8 &ed &ich

with an cqual game,
B fDed aibd
9 R{b5+
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It is doubtful whether 9 ged
Sixddt 10 ed KI5 is anv stonger
for White,

9 ... &boh
10 3 &I5!
Black’s position is better,

B35l
5 Wel
Contempaorary theory regards
this move with distrust. With
accurate play Black has several
ways af obtaining at leasian equal

game,
B3511 5 ... &kc5
B3A52? § . Wxds
B35 5. &fS
B3514 5 ... Led
Bisi1
L T Ecs

This is undoubtedly the weakest
of Black's alternatives.
6 de -0
7 &c3 Hel
If7.. &ixed 8 fixed Def 9 Wed
&xgl 10 Uxgl 4f5 11 £d3 &xed
12 &xed b5 (12 ... 57 13 d6+) 13
Wd3r5 14 kel Exed 150-0-0 and
White retains the pawn with a
good position.
g8 4d2 fixed
Or 8 ... &xgl? ¢ Exgl &gd 10
Wed Sixed 11 SHixed 15 12 db+ &iB
13 dc Whd+ 14 g3 Wxh2 15 c3W
and White wins.

9 Sixed s
1 0-0-0 Hxed
11 Wdd Hdd
12 #hd
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Wxe? Hxel 16 203 &6 with the
better endgame) 13 ... He¥ 14 244
&ife 15 &f1, In Keres” opinion, is
is difficult for Black to demaonstrate
that his attack compensates for
the sacrificed material,

Bo... Sich

9 3 ab
Sugpested by Estrin,

10 Wd3

Whitc has several alternatives:

a) Kaila-Ridala, Finland 1955,
ended in catastrophe for White
after 10 We2 &dd 11 cd? (this
loses, whilst |1 Wd3! would have
set Black difficult problems) 11 ...
0-0 12 a3 Zad 13 b4 &b6 14 Sixed
Bet 15 £el Exed 16 0-0-0 We7
elc,
b) 10 Wed! leads to complicated
play which requires practical
testing. 10 ... b5 11 Wxeo+ £d712
Wxpf Wxald 13 cb 2166 14 fed;or
13 ., Wxd5 14 dhxed Wrxed 15 D2
Brxbd+ 16 &2 0-0 17 ad with the
better chances for White.
c) A position similar to that in b)
arises, but with animporiant extra
tempo for Black in exchange for
the insignificant b-pawn, after 10
Wxbh7 Ldd 11 Wxcht+ &d7 12
Wxal Wxal 13 cb 0-0, when White
has a difficult position.

1 ... Hxel

11 x5 WeT+

12 el fixeld
13 &ixe W2+ 14 dxe? Hidd+
15 &di HBxf% 16 Hel &d7 Black
has a slight advantage in the
endgame (Keres).

Bis122
7T &l Les
a) Estrin's and Panov’s suggestion
7 ... £e7is dubious because of §
£d4! (but not the line recommendad
by Keres: § ked co 9 &ixed Rxed
1} d6 because of the zwischenzug
10 ... &xf3, If Black were to take
the d-pawn there would follow 1]
ST+, Now 8 ... &h4+ can be
met by 9g3 Dixgd 10 hg (10 &b5+T?
loses to 10 ... 6 11 hg &xgi+ 12
il WxdS) 10 .. &xgi+ 11 de?
Bgd+ 12 0di3 -0 13 Wd3 and
Black does not have sufficient
compensation for the piece,
b} Also in White's favour is 7 ..
Abd? B c3 WeT 9 @es.
8 4&d3 Sixd2

Badis 8 ... §1f2 9 We2+ WeT 10
WreT+ &xe? 1] &xf5 £ixhl 12
£ib3.

9 Lxfs M
10 Wxi3 -0
11 442 Hel+
12 <&dl

White's extra pawn and the two
bishops should bring him victory
(Keres),

B3513

£ ... ed!

6 &xd3d SixdS (57}

Also playable is 6 ., Wxds 7

Sngf3 bpd 8 Weld fe? 0 Hed
Fich 10 ixfo+ gf 11 Sed Wed 12
h3 &xf3 13 &xi3 &dd 14 Waebd
Syxf3+ 15 02 g 16 &xfl with
equal chances, Efremov-Abramsorn,
USSR corres 1960,

T Welt

Inferior is 7 fed Sbd, ep. B
265+ c6 9 WadB+ ads and now:
a) 10 dad4 RIS 11 £g5 Kxc2 12
Sx7+ de?d 13 Axe? Huc2t
14dl Hixal 15 &xhd £ab 16
&d? Ed8 17 dcl &bd 18 &xbd
Sixbd 19 53 de7 2 Belt &6
21 Hed c5 22 &g5 Hxh8 23 g4
&d3+ and Black wins, Durao-
Robatsch, Malaga 1964. Mimié
suggests 18 Rel as a possible
improvement for White, but Black
can also play better with 11 ... &ed
12 &dl 6 13 Sigl3 Dbab with
more comiortable development
for Black.
b) 10 &d3 Hixd3+ 11 cd Dab 12
36 13 h3 &eT 14 &d42 b4 15
Sxbd 2 xbd 16 S22 Heh 1723 2K
18 Ehel &c6 19 H1d4 &d5 with a
hig advantage to Black, Damjanovic-
Pachman, Sarajevo 1966.

T o wWeT!
Euwe's recommendation. Also
possible is 7 ... &e7 8 &ed &ich

with an cqual game,
B fDed aibd
9 R{b5+
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It is doubtful whether 9 ged
Sixddt 10 ed KI5 is anv stonger
for White,

9 ... &boh
10 3 &I5!
Black’s position is better,

B35l
5 Wel
Contempaorary theory regards
this move with distrust. With
accurate play Black has several
ways af obtaining at leasian equal

game,
B3511 5 ... &kc5
B3A52? § . Wxds
B35 5. &fS
B3514 5 ... Led
Bisi1
L T Ecs

This is undoubtedly the weakest
of Black's alternatives.
6 de -0
7 &c3 Hel
If7.. &ixed 8 fixed Def 9 Wed
&xgl 10 Uxgl 4f5 11 £d3 &xed
12 &xed b5 (12 ... 57 13 d6+) 13
Wd3r5 14 kel Exed 150-0-0 and
White retains the pawn with a
good position.
g8 4d2 fixed
Or 8 ... &xgl? ¢ Exgl &gd 10
Wed Sixed 11 SHixed 15 12 db+ &iB
13 dc Whd+ 14 g3 Wxh2 15 c3W
and White wins.

9 Sixed s
1 0-0-0 Hxed
11 Wdd Hdd
12 #hd
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White is a pawn up with a pood
position {Menarokov),

B3521
B Wds
This move is unjustly condemned
by many manuals,
6 el ab4
7 ad2 Axed
B dxeld dpd
Perhaps stronger are:
a) 8 ...0-09 &xf6ed 10 Wes WeH!
11 Re7(if 11 &xd3, 11 .. &d7) 11
... Wxc? 12 B3 Hich and Black
Wwins.
wins. White should play 1[I g5
with a slight advantage after 11 ...
Wxf6 12 Wxi6 gf 13 2d3.
by % ... &1bd7 9 de! (9 (-0-07 would
be met by 9 .., Wxa2 10 de Wal+
11 &d? @ad with advantage to
Black} % ... ©xed 10 Sxg7 EpB 1]
Hdl Wes 12 §d4 b6 13 Wod We?
wilh unclear play.
¥ de SLxel
White obtained the advantage
in Reti-Tarrasch, Géateborg 1920,
after 9 ... Wixed 10 Wxed+ Sixed 11
Sixg7 Hg8 12 &e5 Hcb 13 243
§ixes 14 fxed Ficd 15 fxb7 EbE
16 @c6+ 2d7 17 Lxd7+ Hxd7 1§
0-0-0+.
10 e & xfl
11 &xfl Sxd5
12 &xg? Hpl
13 Rel+ &d7 14 Bd] 2eb 15 4dd
Sixf4 16 &3 &d7. So far we have
been following two well-known
games: Reti-Spielmann, Stockholm
1919, and Bronstein-Szabo. Moscow

1949, In the first White pot an
advantage with 17 &ed w6 (not
17 ... &xp2 becawse of 1§ Hidd~
&b 10 &2 etc) 18 @i, in tha
second by 17 g3 feb 1B Red,

B3s23
5 ... ars
6 de
Weak is 6 &icd fbd 7 &d2 0
{Levenfizsh).
6 ... Fixed

After 6 ... Zxed T &icd Wel 3
Gixed Gixed 9 HIF Hid7 10 fel
O-0-0 11 0-0-0 edfs 12 g3 &E1xd5 13
Shd+ &b 14 Zd4! While's
position is preferable. Fatal for
White would be the plausible 14
Hhel? because of 14 ... &ided and
Rlack wins.

T Bl We?
8 &bs

This 5 sironger than  the
continuation of Bhend-Unzicker,
Zorich 1959: ¥ 2d2 &ixcd ¢
Wee?+ Sxe? 10 €xed fxc? with
a level game.

g8 ... a7

White threatened 9 &d4. 1a
which Black now has the strong
retort 9 ... &c5!. However, Black
can do belter with 8 ... g6 9 fed
&7 10 &d4 0-0 11 0-0-0 #1a6 12
gd £d7 I3 fixg7 dxg7 14d6cd 15
&ixdd Hacs when chances most
be considered equal.

9 g4

Keres considers that White can
hope for an advantage after %
L0 B

. RS

10 gf -0
1l Rel Ked |2 0-040 &Of2 with
complicated play, Nei-Kondratiav,
Tallinn 1948.

R3524 .
- ST digd
This is considered the strongest
maove, although, as has been seen,
Black has other equally viable
alternatives,
6 &0
The old move, 6 Wel, is refuted
by Pachman's 6 Sxds 7
Wixed+ De7 B [5 (perhaps B felis
better) 8 ... £176 9 Wxh? £bd7 and
the lead in development more
than compensates for the sacrificed
material.
6 ... Wrds
Weaker are:
a) 6 .. &bdi 7 ¢l 0-0 8 de and
TIOW!
al) & ... HeB 9 &5 das 10 Hal
@xds 11 &d2 and although
Black has won back one of the
sacrificed pawns, White, retaining
the ¢xtra central pawn, has the
better position, Filtser-8hishov,
Moscow |958,
a2) 8§ ... &5, Kuindzhi's recom-
mendation, hardly changes the
assassment of the variation afier 9
$bd2 Hixd5 10 Sb3 £b6 11 £d2.
bYé .. Rxf37efelf fxe3 £xd59
Ldd+ Re7 10 Bgll Hixfd 11 Wed
w6 12 KxpT Hp8 13 fdd Exgl
14 &xel is also in White's favour
{Kuindzhi).
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7 &bdl (68

F e &eh!

An improvement. Alternatives
are:
a) 7 .. &xf3 (until 7 ... £c6! the
move almosl exclusively played) B
gf €3 9 Fed and now either 9 ...
&e7 {(Neparokov) or 9 ... &hS
(Panov and Estrin) are good
enough Lo equalise, e.g. 9 ... &e7
10 fxe3 0-0 11 Hgl £ih5 12 &icd
Khd+ 13 tod2 W8 14 5 EHed 15
Epd Dcoh 16 &hI &5 17 Hdd
Wi6 13 &Hid5 Wd6 19 fixcT WacT
20 Exh4 Hadf 21 Zed £f6 22
gl Hixf3+ 23 ¥af3 Dxedt with
chances for both sides, Pachman-
Pithart, Prague 1962,
by 7 ... 3" led to interesting
complications in KneZevit-Sokolov,
Yugoslavia 1957: § Wxed+ &e7 9
d4 (more reliable i5 9 Sied! which
has been tried in similar positions)
9. Sxf3 10 Rod &xg?! 1] Rads
Gixd5 12 Wgl &hd+ 13 &di 0-0!
14 ¢4 and now instead of 14 .,
Sixf4 15 Wed Zxhl 16 Wxf4 &6
as was played, Black could have
obtained an advantage by 14 ..



110 The Falkbeer Counter Gambit

&xhl! 15 Wxhl &Helt+ 16 el
217 Ebl (17 $¥xb7 SHchl) 17 ..
Sixdd+.

¢)Bad s 7 ... £F57 which has been
wrongly recommendad by zseveral
theoretical manuals: after § de
&xed 9 &ig5 &bd 10¢3 Black loses
a piece {Cheremisin).

8 de #hs

9 WS 8-0-0
10 ¥xhs Bixhs
11 icd @ihg!

After 11... &xf37 12 pf £1d4 13
4d3 &3+ 14 212 Black wins
back the pawn but gets into the
worse position.

11 &ald des
13 =d2

Zhe8 (69)

Black has more than enough
compensation for the pawn. The
game Gebauver-Serra, Varma Ol
1962, continued 14 &e5 &if6 15
&d? Exed (Or 15 .., Bxd3 16 ed
Sixd3+) 16 Lxed f6 17 h3 fe 18 hg
ef 19 -0 Exed with 2 won game,

n3Isa
5 de
One of the most fashionable

lines at the moment.
5 ... Sixcd
B3531 6 We2
B31532 6 &e3
B3533 § &Ly

B3N
6 We2

This move of Charousek's was
popular in olden days, but its
reputation was dealt a crushing
blow in the consultation game
Bardeleben-Piilsbury, Berlin 19172,
which continued

[ ads

The attempt to improve Black's
play even further by 6 ... &bd+ is
ill-conceived:
a) 7 &d2?0-0 8 £xbd Hel 9 ddl
Spgd! 10 &d3 el 11 el WadS+
12 el HadB 13} SibdZ &ixd? 14
Wxd2 £xf3 L5 gf Wafd 16 &g
W5 0-1, Tringov-Filchev, Bulgaria
1962,
b} But Black should get no
advantageafter Tc30-08ch EcB9
®ed &6l 10 &iecd Hps 11 0-D-0
Zixed 12 Hel Hab! with roughly
equal chances.

T &d2 s
8 gd Fick
D <3

Premature is 9 gf Rxf5 [0 {p2
@idd 11 dxed Rxed 12 Exed+
Wxed 13 Dxed Hinc2+ 14 &di
Dxal 13 Ld2 0-0-0.

L - £e7

10 &p2 w7
11 &xed fe 12 fixed Zha+ 13 A
(-0 14 &g2 Reb with a huge lead

in devélopment for Black.

B3532
6 el
This move causes Black fewer
problems than 6 &f31.
6 ... Whd+
The most logical reply.
a) Black fails to equalise with 6 ...
A es?. After 7 RxcS Sixcs B We2+
Wel 9 Zcl fpd 10 WeeT+ Bxe’
11"h3 A&f5 12 0-0-0 hS 13 &3
White has a won position, Spassky-
Limbos, Varna 1962,
b) Possible, however, is 6 ... Rd6 7
&3 00 and now:
b1} 8 Sed $1d7 90-0 Eef 10 Del
Fefti 11 &hl Sgd 12 &gl Sb613
kb3 &xf4 with a roughly egual
game, Bronstein-Unzicker, Moscow
1856,
b2) 8 $43 Hel 90-0 &8f6 10 Hel
Sbd? 11 Hed BF8
b2} 12 Sixdé Hxed! 13 Syxch
HxcE 14 c4 eb.
b22)12 &c3 £b4 13 £dd Bxd5 14
&xds Wxds, the position is equal,
Muchnik-Colubev, Moscow 1957,
7 g3 &ixgd (70)

W

The Falkbeer Counter Gambit 111

)

Thiz leads to a mieroscopic
gdvantage [or White in the
endgame.

Incorrect 1s the exchange sacrifice
§ hg? ¥xhl 9 We? and now:

)9 ... &bd+! 10 c3 £d6 11 £92
Whé 12 ddd+ (12 £57is met by 12
.. &xgd+ 13 &fl Wa6! or 13
&f24+ &di 14 Gxpd HeB) 12 .
&d8, and Black himself threatens
unpleasant things along the open
central file, Tal} Tnfunovié, Havana
1963,

b} 9... Wxd5 10 Sicl Wds! alsoled
to an advantage for Black in
Keres-Pruun, corres 1941 (after 10
... Wefi? 11 3 We3 12 0-0-0 White
would have a strong attack) 11
dg2 7 12 HidS (otherwise it is
ool clear how White will castle) 12
v €0 13 BuxeT WxeT 14 0-0-0 Rod,
stopping shott any initiative for
White.

... WeT!

Here the attempd to win the
exchange has calasirophic con-
sequences for Black: & ... Wh37 9
hg Wxhl 10 W2 &gd 11 Hbd2
§d7 12 2d4+ &d8 13 0-0-0 Wh5
14 &p2 @bd 15 fed LeB 16 W2
Hed 17 &3 (or 17 He5) and
White has 2 won position, Sochagin-
Altshur, Leningrad 1971.

9 hg Wxed+

10 Wel Wxe2+

11 dxel Lpd
12 &3 4b4 13 Hps fxed 14
Exe? Excd 5 be b 16 dd3.
Now, Spassky-Matanovit, Belgrade



' 712 The Falkheer Counter Gambit

1954, continued 16 .. Hf8? and
White obtained a slight advantage
by 17 &3 Sab 18 Bael+. After
16 ... 0-0 17 Gied Ed8 18 cd c6 19
EhS &an 20 db b6 21 Hdl White
also had a slight advantage,
Listengarten-Kostkov, USSR 1973,

Editor's note: After 18 Hael+,
Spassky-Matanovit continued: 18
s HdT 19 cd [6 20 &dd bb 21 15
@5 22 Hha TfeB 23 Hebh g5 24
Gigh Sinef 25 fe+ HExeh 26 det
xeb 27 Hxho &f7 28 Sed+ fet
29 dhxes o5 30 &S el 31 dxgh
Hfg 32 BEh2 Zdb 33 g4 Hgh+ 34
&f4 EfB+ 35 &gl &e5 36 Helt+
Sdd 37 g5 Exed I8 Sgd Sc3 19 p6
cd 40 dy5 b5 41 g7 1414,

B3533
6 &3l ReS

The most logical reply. Black
takes contrel of an important
diagonzl, thus hampering the
harmenmiocuz development of the
white pieces.

Considerably weakeris6... &f5
7 £¢3! and it is difficult for Black
to find satisfactory counterplay to
compensate for the missing pawn.
Alekhine-Tarrash, St. Petersburg
1914, wenton 7 ... c6 8 fed bSO
4b3 c5 10 d6! with a won position
for White.

T Wel &I5

Other replies are unfavourable
for Black, e.g.:
a) 7 .. AR+ 8 dl WxdS+ 9
&1d2! (A very strong move. White
concentrates all his forces on e4)

9. 1510 Hcd Wdd 11 Hexed fe
12 c3 Weld:
al) 13 &xed Wyel+ 14 fxe? Abh
15 &g5 with advaniage to White,
Maroczy-Burn, Cstende 1906,
al) 13 Wh5+ &if 14 Lot Wyld 15
Wds, with a won position for
White in Reti-Breyer, Pressburg
1920,
b) 7 ... 1S and now:
bi) Bad is 8 &e3? 0-0 @ Syxed fe 10
Wxed A& 05 with a strong attack for
Black {(Keres).
b2) & el Wxd5 9 Lxcd Wxes 10
i3 with advantage 1o White,
Spielmann- Woll, Diisseldorf 1908,
c) T ... We? 8 &ecd Han 0 Dxch
Saxcs 10 SAbd2 0-0 11 0-0-0 R15
I2 &dq WG 13 HxdS WS 14
Hixed Sixed 15 W Hd6 16 443
WdT was Zuckerman-Reshevsky,
Netanya 1971, and now 17 g4
woild have giver White a sizeahle
advantage.
3 &ed

Spielmann-Tarrasch, Mibrisch
Ostrau 1923, ook Bilguer's recom-
mendation, B 247 and White lost
quickly: 8 ... 00! 9 gl He8 10 &p2
{il 10 Wel, very strong is 10 ..
Wxdd 11 Re? fch 12 &Hcd WxfS5
with numerous threats — Spielmann)
10 ... ©Ff2 11 &e5 &xhl 12 kxh]
&d7 13 &e3 16 Biack has a won
position,

B ...

9 &el

After 9 &d2 (or @ Dixed Lxed
10cd 51} 9 ... 2+ 10 sedl &h6
11 &xed &xed 12 cd cb Black

We?

stands better {Tartakower).
Now Black has:

B35331 9 ... fuixcd?

B35332 9... &xed

B35331
| Jge— Hixed?

This leads to & bad position for
Black.

10 fxes &ixel
11 dxe? &ixfd
17 §ald!

This move, recommended by
Tarlakower long ago, i even
stronger than the modern treat-
ment 12 g5 Hixdd 13 004,
which zlso gives Black a lot of
bother.

B e &7

DBlack cught to reconcile himsclf
to the inferior endgame after 12 ..
GixdS 13 0-0-0 6 14 f1p5 Hid? 15
&cd fch 16 Bhel asshappened in
¥. Kuznetsov-PForharsky, USSR
1963,

13 0-00 ed

13 ... 0-0-) Fails to 14 Sd4! &g
15 g4,

14 &gh Axd5
15 g3

Very pretty. Less strong is 15
Ed4 6! and Black saves himself,
but 15 Bel+ or 15 &b5 were also
strong (Keres).

. Q. & xhl
16 gf S

There is no other defence
against 17 Hel +.

17 &cd Lok
18 &Y
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White hazs a won position,
Bronstein-Tal, USSE Team Ch,
Riga 1968.

Ediror's note: The pame concluded
18 ... b5 19 Hd6+ el 20 Hxb5
EhiB 21 Hd4 292 22 Het K523
Hgl fed 24 Hc? (the simple 24
Ee! would bave won immediately
- Bronstein) 24 ... Hdg 25 Hxg?+
&6 26 EiT+ &gb 27 He7 &if6
28 4edb Ho 29 b3 EhS 30 @gs
£d5 31 &d3+ &ho 32 4b2 o4
33 &05 ¢3 34 fxcH cbd 35 Exb2
Bah2 36 Bxa7 EI2 37 Had &b
38 Bd4 hi 39 a4 hd 40 a5 Kg2
4] a6 &h5 42 &bT Sixld 41 Hxfd
10,

i xxel
10 Wxed 0 it
11 Wxe7+ eT
12 be (70

In spite of the apparent simplicity
of this position, it is not easy for
Black to achieve equality, e.g.:
a) 12 .. &axcd 13 &d2
al) 13 ... &gpo 14 Hel+ &d 15
Hidd and White stands befter,
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Wheatcroft-Keres, Margate 1939,
a2y 13 ... skad |4 Eel+ Sdid (14 ..
ded6 15 @1p5 Fd5 16 Eed! wins for
White, Bronstein-Vaisman, San-
domierz 1976) 15 Hed &8 16 &od
b5 17 &b3 &ab 18 Ehel with
advantage to White in Heuer-
Kondratiev, Tallinn 1946,

b) 12 ... &ed and now:

b1} 13 cd? £x13 14 gf 51d7 leaves
Black a pawn down, but the
position is equal.

b2) 13 Spst Lxd5 14004 In this
position Biack has a difficult

defence ahead. 1f 14 ... Hdf 15 o4
et 16 Bxdf &xdd 17 Sixcot fe
18 £d3 ht 19 Hel &d7 20 Bel
and 21 Hg} wins. The pame
Emié-Corllever, Wijk aan Zec
1972, saw 14... Re6 15 Sixeb fe 16
Sod HfRY 17 BEhel 26 18 (5 and
Black was once again in 4 mess,
Keres suppests 16... §nd7 17 Hhel
e5! as the correct way to defend.
Whether Black survives after 18
{5 15 a matter for speculation.
Black i clearly in need of
improvements i this line,

15 The King’s Gambit Declined

1 ed es
2 M
The King's Gambit Accepted s

characterised by numerous foreed
variations where the slightest slip
by either side can have faal
CUnGEQUeinces,

In the King's Gambit Leclined
play proceeds, in the majority of
cases, more quictly: there are
considetably fewer sharp lines
involving sacrifices requiring deep
and accurate calenlation.

Nevertheless, declining the gambit
cannot he justified. White retains
the initiative for a long time whilst
also having material equality.
There are four ways of declining
the gambit, of which the first will
be dealt with very briefly:

A 2. dé

B 2 .. 26
C2.. &5
D2.. Whit

p db
I &N &fa

It was not loo late o iranspose
into the Fischer defence with 3 .
eft.

4 &3 &iré
30 aps =2d7
&8 43

Also not bad is 6 d4!?,

[ P ef
After 6 ... 877 & xch ExcHB e
Black has po compensation for
the pawn.
T Sixfd
White has the freer same (A.
Rabinovich).

B
T aws aife
A relatively rarely met line
which gives Black no hope atall of
abraining active counterplay.
3 e dixed
4 &1 &ps
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The continuation 4 ... d5 5 d3
&vcS, which can be reached by
force by another order of moves (3
&3 d5 4 fe Bxed § d3 erc.) leads
to a difficult game for Black afler
fid4 $ed47 £d3 Le780-00-09cd
e {betreris 9., cb) 10 We2cb 11
&3 £xed 12 &xh7+ &h8 13 be,
Bronstein-Kostro, Tiflis 1970. On
6 ... Sed White again got the
better game in Bronstcin-Kholmoy,
USSR 1975, after 7 c4 6 8 &icd
SieT 9 %e3 0010 Wd2b6 11 Rd3
fac 12 cded 13 Ddl £3 14 ef Tt
15 00 fac? 16 Bes,

The attempt to avoid this
variation by 4 ... de? (afler 3 &{3
d5 4 fe} is quite unsatisfactory for
Black, as Cheremisin-Ravinsky,
Muoscow 1959, showed: 5 ef ef 6
Wil D6 7 K5 Wl 8 Walo gt
and now, instead of ¢ 0-0? as
played, 9 d4 would have ensured
White a big advantage.

5

It is precisely this move, and not
5 ¢37 with the aim of avoiding the
exchanpe of gueens, which causes
Black the greatest problems.

After § ¢37 Black has:

a) § .. &xf3+7 6 W3 g3 7 del
and now:

al} 7 .. Wxe5 8 0-0 with a very
strong attack, Chigorin-Bernstein,
Kiev 1903,

al) Wade's recommendation 7 ...
&icfi B 0-0 HixeS 9 Wed WeT 10 d4
fHigh 11 W hardly changes the
assessment of the position.

b) § .. dé! 6 dd4 Hx{3+ 7 Wxf3

Wha+ B p3 Wed 0 Wxed Sxpgd 10
Aipg? cb and Black equalises

(Ravinskvi.
B iy Exfd+
6 i3 Whit
T WR Wxfl-
8 &xf2 &neh (734

All this had been well known
since Bronstein-Bernstein, Paris
1954, where afler 9 &ed dé 10 ed
fxdé 11 Sicd 4f5 12 Ecl a6 13
k=2 0-0 1423 Hack Black cqualised
without ditticulty.

White's ollowing move, however,
demonstrates that cven in this
relatively simple position it is not
easy for Black to achieve cquality.
Therefore, insiead of Black's 3th
move, betier perhaps is 8 ... 46!
with the possihle cominuation %
&4 &ch 10 &b5 AdT

9 3l db
mn  de Sxdb
11 &Hidl Reh
12 &ied Rel
13 &ps S xps
14  axps

White's position is (slightly -
ed ) better, Fischer-Wade, Vinkovi

1968, Editor's more: Fischer won
the ending after 14 ... b6 15 &hd
g5 16 &g 000 17 abs {5 18
2xcé be 19 Le5 Bhgs 20 b4 g4
21 h5 g3+ 22 Sxgd Hed 23 Ehd
Hdg® 24 HExpd Hxgd 25 Hel &d7
26 HeS (4 27 &h2 Eha 28 dgl
Bd529p3 Epa30 §h2 (33103 ab
32 e4 Hxdd 33 od BEd2+ 34 doxfl
Exh2 35 dot doxch 36 Bebt &d7
37 Exhb Exa2 38 Hpb 1-0

C
Z e -1

Without a doubt a more logical
vontinuation than 2 ... &£f6. Black
tries to exploit the weakening of
the white king's position and to
prevent While's king-side castling.

G d6

Alternatives:
al 3 ... s leads to unclear
comolications alter:
al) 4 fe dé! (had is 4 .. Hixe5 5
Fixes Whit 6 g2 Wxed+ 7 We2
Wxhl 8 &g6t) 5 ed Wxd6 and
Black has strong pressure for the
pawn (Schlechter). However,such
a move order cannot be highly
recommended since White has a
stronger reply in:
a?) 4 HieX forang the reply 4...d6
5 fHad4 fpd, when White, in
Muchnik-Volovich, Moscow 1957,
could have obtained an advantage
by 6 Hixcsd de 7 &hSL
) 3 ... d5? met a beautiful
refutation in Lelevinsky-Ravinsky,
Moscow 1962: 4 &xel de 5 Whi!
Wel 6 &ed g6 7 Wel Dhe 8 Hed
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&1d7 9 Hids Wde 10 Weed 00 11
b4l c6 12 be ©xcd 13 Huf7 &xf7
(White wins after 13 .. &ixed 14
Hixdd Hixdo 15 HicT+) [4 ST+
eT 15 &b2+ Fhi 16 Wed fHad
17 £5+ g5 18 h3 mate.
Cl14 b
C2 4 Sicd
34 c3
C4 4 §ic3

4 d4 ed § £d3 has never
hrought White any snccess.

1
4 b4
The same holds true for this
move as for 4 d4.
& 2 bb?
Afterd ... Bxbd 5c3 Zaso ked
White has an active position for
the pawn.
5 b2
In Khokhiovkin-Ladyzhensky,
USSR 1959, 5 d4™ cd 6 &d3 was
tried here, which gives White
more chances of oblaining an
attack than the immediate 4 d4,

5 e ofe
6 e Hixed
T d4 de

8 &d3 &id6?

Suggested by Levenfish,

The magazine Shakhmary in
1930 missed this possibility in its
analysis and assessed the final
position after § ... f5 900 &cb 10
o4 Rxdd+ 11 $xdd ed 12 b5 Hies
13 &xed fe 14 $xd4 as favourable
to White.

The strong § ... Byd6! completely
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alters the assessment of the
variation: e.g. 9 de 815 or 9 Hixed
Whi+ 10 g3 Whl when White's
pisition is rather forlomn,

2
4 Scd &Eb
Or 4 .. &c6 when after 5 d3
&eb! is good for Black, as in the
main variation. 5 .., &g4 is foiled
by 6 ¢3! but not 6 h3? &xf3 7 Wx(3
&dd 3 Wed Hixc2+ 9 &dl fixal
10 Wrxg7 W6 11 &xf7+ deT and
Black wins,
£ d3
White docs best to transpose Lo
C4 by 5 &ic) (the more accurate
move order being 4 8¢l 0if6 5
ed)
5 d3 allows Black te seize the
initiative,

5 ... Lu6!
6 Sxeh fe
7 I
7 &1c3 0-0 B Fad hb6 9 Sixbh
ab 10fede 11 & xe5 &xed! favours
Black, Chigorin-Wolf, Ostend 1905,
T ... de
8 &l

Dangerous is 8 Dixes Wdd 9
&gd Srxgd 10 Wxgd W02+ 11 dl
0-0 12 Wxeft Fh8 with a very
strong attack for Black (Levenfish),

5 ... fieh

5 fe5 hé
10 &hd Wd6 11 Wd2 0-0-0 12 0-0-0
g5 with the beuer position for
Black in Spielmann-Mimzovich,
match 1907,

C3
4 3

Agpressive, but not sufficently
reliable, White strives (o scize
the centre, but becauss of his
backwardness in development the
plan is not very effective. The
White pawns often come under
prolonged pressure from the black
pieces and because of this, they
restrict the activity of their
own lorces.
C31 4 .. 56
C3z 4. &pd
C33 4..15

C3l

4 ... &ila

5 fe

The immediate 5 d4 leads (o a

position in which White's pawn
centre constantly necds defending.
Characteristic in this respcet was
the game Filtser-Ravinsky, Moscow
1959: 5 ...ed 6 cd &b41 (stronger
than & ... &b6 7 &c3 0D 8 e3
de O fo &dS 10 4p5 16 11 sod!
o6 12 of gf 13 &h6 Heg ld
#2 with advantage to White,
Suttles-Addison, US Ch 19h3-6)
7 4d2 fxd24+ 2 Sbxd2 We?
0 £43 0-0 (also good is the
immediate 9 ... &d5) 10 0-0 (here
10 We2 is stronger) 10 ... Hd5l,
when Black has a considerable
advantage,

5 de (73)
C311 6 d4
C312 6 HixeS!

This move, recommended by
varous manuals, is dubious.
B s ed
7 o
After 7 5 5id5 8 od £b54+ 9
2d? &xd2+ 10 Wxd2 $p4 Black
has a good position.
¢ L Lbd+
a) T ... &bb ix also playable.
by The attenipt to seize the
mitiative by T . DxedM is
madequate, ool because of!
b1} 8 dc Wndl+ 9 Sxdl D2+ 10
el Pixhl with the better chances
for Black, but because ol
b2) § Wel! &bd+ 9 2d2 00 10
Wxed! and Black does not have
sufficient compensation for the
sacrificed piece.
1 442 WeT!
Suggested by Euwe.
9 &5 fnds
with the unpleasant threat of 10...
Hed.

C312
6 fHixe5! We7
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T o4 Sdb
8 fed
Black also obtaing a satisfactory
game after & H1f3 Fixed 9 Le20-0
100-0c5 11 £bd2 &xd2 12 @ xd2,
Charousek-Janowski, Berlin 1897,
B ... Hixed
9 &Hxde+ cd
After 9 ... cd the position is
equal. Black can also play § ...
Oxd6+ 10 We2 Qeb [1 £f4 Db
12 £d2 0-0-0 13 000 Zhed 14 b
g5 15 fxd6 Wxd6 16 W2 Spd
(Prandstetter-Augustin, Czecho-
slovak Ch 1974) when Black's
positiott was at the very least
equal.

C3i2
4 ... Red (74
An obvious-looking move, but
net good enoogh o achieve
equality [or Black. Practice has
shown that Whitc gets the some-
what beller position with case.

5 Tfe
Other moves that have been

played are:
a) 5 fcd O\ and now:
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al) 6 fe de 7 &xf7+ &k § &b3
&yveed O Wel N6 10 Wxe’ with the
better xgame for White, Mikenas-
Yillard, Parnu 1950,
a2} Also possible is the quieter 6
6 d} &ic6 7 bd &b6 8 ad ab 9 h3
Bxf3 10 Wxid WeT || 15, when
White's position is hetter, Morphy-
Bird, off-hand pgame, London
1858.
by 5 h3 &xil 6 Wxid 5167 fede B
Scd Bio6 9 d3 hé 10 Hd2 ab 1]
Sb3 wd7 12 &1 0-0-0 13 Rc2
and after 14 &el Whitc has the
advantage.
c) 5 dd? &xf3 6 pf Wha+ 7 e
Ab6 8 Bwdfs9 Hicd fe l0fede ]
Gixe5 fich 12 Sixeb be 13 Rp2
Wh5 with advantage to Black,
1asker-Janowski, match 1910.

E ... de

5 Wadt! ad7
a) Bad is & ... Wd7T? 7 &b5 c6 8
&xes! (Marshall},
b) On 6... ek an error would be:
bly 7 £b5? Wi6! 8 dd4 Zx3 90-0
ed with advantage to Black,
Spielmann-Wolf, Karlsbad 1923,
b2} White should play 7 &xeS
Wha+ § g3 A2+ 9 Txf2 W6+ 10
gl Wxe5 11 Lg2 withadvantage
(Levenfish).

7 @l Hich

Or7.. We78dded9cd fbd+

ID &ic? ko 1] £d3 fxcI+ 12 be
Gxed 13 Lxed £5 14 0-0 when
White is benter, Euwe-Maroczy,
match 1921.

3 b4 Ld6

9 Red &ife

10 d3 ®e7 11 0-00-0-0 12 ad White
stands better, Bronstein-Panov,
Moscow Ch 1947 Editor's noter 12
Bronstein's "heedless white pawns’
secured wvictory: 12 .. a5 13 b3
£1b8 14 Hibd2 fgd 15 £b3 b6 16
Eed SibdT 17 Bael &eb 18 &xed
et 19 &vhl We? 20 Subd2 Spd
21 Rpl h522 Sed g5 23 Bindbt od
24 &d2 16 25 Sed b7 26 kxbé
Gixb6 27 fixas+ el 28 Sich Wel
29 a5 Hd7 30 bet+ &bT 31 ab+
&abs 32 Ebl+ 1-0.

A more restrained system of
play has been used in recent years,
using ideas from both this vanation
and C4. Here are two examples:
a)4 Bed B065d3 Bo6 6l &pd 7T
b4 kb6 8 hl Exi3 9 Wxf] 0] 10
adaf 1115 a7 12 Hal &hs 13 gd
b8 14 g5 Gek 15 haf6 16 Whi gh
17 Wxh7+! &xhT I8 h3 &p? 19hg
Shi 20 Exhg &xh¥ 21 Hh2+ 10,
Varerit-Savatevic, Yugoslavia 1957
bid &cd Sich 5 3 PG ETede Td?
0-0 % We2 a5 9 ad feb 10 fxebfe
11 &ed We? 12 Sxed Wwes 13
Fiald Hadf 14 &£p5 Edel 15 &icd
White has the advantage, Clocaltea-
Radulescu, Bucharest 1964,

c1
e f5
A sharp move leading 1o an
extremely murky position.
5 fe
Other replies are inferior:
a) 5 fed fe 6 &xel and now:
al} Accepting the sacrifice can
have disastrous results: 6 ... de?

T W5+ Ed7 8 W05+ oo Wied+
Ebhé 10 hd &7 11 d3 ch 12 Exed
5 13 be RxcS 14 &al wWdé 15
Bhi+ et 16 Wel+ 2d7 17
Wed+ &cl 18 Wxb7+ and wins,
Levitsky-Salwe, Vilna 1912.

a2) 6 ... Wha+! 7 g3 WhI8dded 9
Fixd3d dgd with advanlage (o
Black.

b} 5 d4 ed 6 Scd (Black answers 6
cd with 6 .. fe} 6 .. ie 7 @g5 de 8
Hixed doc 9 Whi+ HIE 10 WxeS
W7 with the better position for
Black (Keres).

L S de
6 d4 ed
7 sed! (75)

Thiy move, which gives rise (o
great complications, was TeCOm-
memded by Rewl. We have some
interesting varations now.

C331 7 .56

Ciz2 7. fe

C333 7. @

Cian
T eas ich
E M Sibéb
9 Whi b6
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Black must defend apainst the
danperouos check on bis I7. Aflier 9
o ET 10 bS a5 1] A7+ White
wills.

10 &ps

Recommended by Keres,

Réti's analysis is wrong here: 10
0-0 fe 11 Sixdd (1] &g5 is better)
11 ... &ixdd 12 &7+ HE? 13 ed
Wxd4+ 14 Fhl. Rénu considered
this position favourable for White.
However, afier the wvery strong
ceply 12, &e7!(Baskov) roles are
reversed because of 13 g5+ &8
14 cd Rude+ 15 &hl Wups and
Black wins.

i ... Wd6
11 Hbd2

Whitc stands better, c.g. 11 ...
de 12 ¥xcd 244 13 Sixdd Wxdd
14 Wxdd4 Sixd4 15 0-0-0 &7 16
& xf7+ (alzo good is 16 e 16..
Fxf7 17 fed and despite quaens
having been exchanged, White has
a dangerous attack.

Ciy

T s fe

8 HesS

Also possible is 8 &1g5 when

NoW:
a) 8 ... @fé rransposes back to the
main variation, since 9 &ixed?
does not work because of 9 ..
WeT!,
b} 8 ... €3 looks suspect because
of 9 27+ (but not @ £f7? Whd+
10 g3 Wed 11 21 &ff 12 §ixhy
&ich with a winning atlack - Keres)
9... &R 10 fxp8 Wxgs 11 0-0+ £F5
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12 ¢d! (2 mistake would be the
aobvious 12 Se6? because of 12 ...
¢2!). Whitc has a won position.

E ... &\fe
9 &f? Wel
10 Dxh8  &ed (75)

In Stoltz-Spielmann, match game,
Switzerland 1932, 10 ... 43 was
played. The game continued [1
S5 K2+ 12 $xf2 WeS+ 13 Re3
Wxcd 14 h3 kebh 15 HHd2 Wd5 16
gd ok 17 o4 Wd7 18 p5 RKpd 19
Wil &e? 20 Wgl with a won
position for While.

10 ... R4 is not much stronger.
White plays 11 Wbl &bd7 12
Wxb7 Eb8 13 Weo d3 14 b4! &bb6
15 &pS5 WeS 16 0f7 with a big
advantage,

C333
T afe
A practically unjustifiable move,
White obitains a solid opening
advantage without being subject
to the slightest danger.
£ o5 fed
9 od Lbd+
Black has even fewer prospects

after ¢ .., Abé? 10 &c3 Seb 11
Ke3 Has 12 &d? and now:

a) Black does not hawve even
pracrical chances afier 12...0-013
&ixed fe 14 fxed Hed 15 AxhT+
whE 16 Lg5 Wds 17 &bll,

by 12 ... ©ixe3 13 be (-0 and now,
as Keres has pointed out, White in
Ret-Hromadka, Bad Pistyan 1922,
could have put his opponent in a
very difficult position with 14 e4!,

10 §d2!

While achieves nothing after 10
we2 cf 11 Wh3 WeT 12 Sel fxcd
13bec b5 14 2d3 fe6 15 W2 W
16 Sixed fe 17 GgS Wes, Stolle-
Flohr, match 1931,

1w ... Sixd2
11  &bxd2

In Keres' opinion it 1s difficult
for Black to abtain sofficient
counterplay in view of White's
better development and his mobile
cemre, Forexample: L1 .. &d7 12
Wbl 7 13 000 Bb6 14 ad
RxdZ?+ 15 BxdZ cb 16 45!

Cd
4 &l
The mast accurate order of
moves {see C2),
& uu &ife
§ fied ek
It should be noted that this is
also the most accurate move order
for Black: by playing his king's
knight out before s gqueen's
knight be avoids the unpleasant
pinning of his queen's knight.
Instead of 5 &b, less

atiractive is 5... Reb6 Rxeb fe 7 e
de 8 $ixes Wd4 9 &£d3 and now:
a) The attempt to avoid the
exchange of queens by 9 ... &ba,
as was played in Melikhov-
Sarkigyan, USSR corres 1955-6,
can hardly be recommended.
After 10 We2 Gch 11 b3 White
stands better.

b) 9 .. Sixed 10 Sxed Wxed+ 11
We2 Wxel+ 12 &xe? with the
dightly better endgame for White
iKeres).

Rod (77)

The most active but probably
not the best. Other possibilities
deserving attention are:
a6 .. Ha5 T he' & WelchH 9
Secd Rxed 10 Wred Wbt with an
equal game,

b) 6 ... Sgd 7 Sg5! ho B {5 with the
better position for White.

€} 6 ... ab (liquidating the threat of
T @ad):

¢1) White achieves nothing after 7
fe de B8 Lps Wd6 (8. hé 9 Lxf6
Wals 10 s Wdo 1] Wd2 se612
Efl 000, Honf-Smeikal, Stip
1974, was also equal) @ &xfs Wufs
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10 ©d5 Wdo Spiclmann-Yates,
Moscow 1925,
c) TISha! A W @470 Sel &dd
10 &xdd ed 11 &d10-0 12 0-0 d5
with an excellent game for Black,
Tolush-Furman, Leningrad 1946,
d) 6 ... %e6 7 &b (this pin is good
despite the fact that :t loses a
tempo, whilst 7 &xe6 fe & fe de
gives Black cxcecllent counter-
chances) 7 ... a6 (strangely enough
Black has no other more wseful
maove. On 7 ... 0-07 unpleasant is §
5 £d7 9 ApScp. 9 .. ©d4 10
Sxd7! Wed? 1] &xf6 gf 12 &Hixdd
Axdd 13 $rd5 and the superiority
of White's position in nol open to
doubt) 8 2 xcHt be 9 fe de 10 We2
Whitc's position is preferable,
in Spielmann-Tartakower, Vienna
1914,

Now White has 1 choice between:
C41 7 B3
C42 7 Dad

C41
7 h3 Lxr
£ W3 &dd
Agpginst Svenonius’ recommen-
dation, § ... ef, best is;
a) Rubinstein's suggestion 9 &b5!
0-0 10 &xc6 b 11 &xf4 with an
equal game.
Inferior are;
b) ¢ Wxid Ge5 10 HI10-011 b3
ih3 12 Wed Wb 13 dxegs Hig3
White loses the exchange.
)9 x4 Sidd and now:
cl) 19 Wed? £h5 1] Wed Sixfd.
c2) 10 Wdl c6 11 Wd2 Mieses-
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$pielmann, Baden-Baden 1925, In
this position, as Alckhine pointed
out, Black would have got a
strong attack with the pawn
sacrifice 11 ... d5! 12 ed 00,

9 Wg3(78)

Other possibilities for Black
are:
a} 9 ... Dxe24+? 10 Sdl &xal 11
Bxgz7 when Black has:
alyil.. HM 12feds 13 g5 Re7
14 Bfl &hS 15 &xfT+ d&d7 16
Hxe5 with advaniage to White.
a2} 11 ... &d7 12 fe de 13 Tf1 and
White has a very strong attack,
Chigorin-Pillsbury, Hastings 1895,
b} 9 ... We? 10 fe de 1] Bdl c6 12
a4 HeB 13 Hil h6 14 &2 0-0-0 15
Gixdd Dxdd 16 c3 &b6 17 a5 &c?
18 kel &bb 19 &c2 White has the
advantage, Rubinstein-Hromadka,
Miihrisch Ostrau 1923,
¢ 9 ... ef 10 Wxg? Ef6 11 &dl (if
11 & xf4, Black winsby 11 ... &hS5)
11 ... We7? 12 Bfl Hgd 13 Who
Hxg? 14 &xf4 with advantage to
White.

LU 1 de

11 &g5 wWda!
Dangercus is 11 ... fxcd— 12
dd] Hxal 13 Bds £e7 14 Saei+
Wxe7? 15 Efl &he 16 Whe ete,

12 0-0-0
12 Hf1 does not alter matiers.
12 ... HhS

13 Whd i
14 %xfa ef 15 &d5 &eb The
position is cqual.

C42

7 &ad (78

A pood move which gives White
chances of oblaining an advantage.
Black has four possible replies:

C421 7... kb6

C421 7... 847

C423 7. @&xf3

C424 7 .. Gudd

C4
7 S SLb6
8 &ixbé ab
9 3 d5

10 ed fuxd5 11 h3 and White has a
small advantape in Spielmann-
Przepiorka, Mirnberg 1906,

C422
T ndT
£ BHoaek de
g D=0 el

10 dxid HiceS
11 &Sxes Hxdl
Stronger is 11 fixe5 12
&xi7+ B8 13 fxed dxdl with
unclear play.
12 &xif7 w6
I3 Haxdl o
14  fxe?
White has the advantage, as in
Spielmann-Maroczy, Vienna 1907,
C423

7 T Ex3
3 Wil &dd
9 Wd1'?

Theoretical manuals had a
oegative  Attitude towards this
move a5 Tesubt of the pame
Spiclmann - Leonhardt, Munich
1906, which continued 9 ... b3 10
&ixes be 11 fe de 12 of Wit with
advantage to Black. The continu-
gtion cited in the column calls this
pessimistic judgement into question.

It srill remains true, however,
that the unguestionably stronger
line is 9 Wall &wel+ 10 &dl
ixal 11 Wxp? I8 12 HixeS5 de 13
fe Gixed 14 Hf1 WeT 15 &h6 0-0-0
16 Wgd+ (Keres), or 14 ... @d7 15
S&xf7+ {Levenfish) with a won
position for White.

L E 13
10 &xf7+!

This unexpected sacrifice seems
to rehabilitate 9 Wdl.

1 ... Hxf7
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11 $xes de
12 fe &d7
13 o3 Tieb
14 00+

Since the bishop sacrifice every-
thing has so far been forced. Now
Black has a choice of two retreats
for his king:

a) 14 ... &k 15 dd! {the obvious 15
Wb3? is refuted by the strong reply
15..c4) 15 ... cd 16 cd hé 17 Whi
WcB 18 &e3 White has adequate
compensation for the sacrificed
piece.

b) 14 ... &eB 15 d4 cd 16 od
(Balashov-Matanovié, Skopje 1370)
16 ... &ixe5! 17 de Wxd] 18 Exdl
e? and Black shoulé hold the
ending.

Cax4
e 4
B &ixgd dc
g e

Inferior 13 9 fe and not now:
a) 9 ... @Sxed? I 00 with
advantage 1o White, Perlis-Waolf,
Vienna 194, but:

b) 9 ... &7 10 &4 WeT 110-00-0
and Black's position is preferable

(Keres).
g ... &yxi3+
m g & hs
11 We2

Defending against the threat of
Il . &xed. 10 ... &ixed woulkd
have lost to t1 0-0 { Keres).

After [1 WeZ White's position
was preferahle in Spielmann-
Bogatirchuk, Moscow 1925,
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D
r S Whd+

The Keene Vanation. The mave
is mentioned in Bilguer’s Handbuch,
but little attention was devoted
to the idea until Ray Keene's im-
provement on Black's third move
led to interest and experiment-
ation by a small group of English
players.

3 g3 WeT! (&0)

Much stronger than 3 ... ‘#fe?.
White can now choose from:
D1 4 fe
D2 4 §uld
D34 43
D4 4 Well?
Experience with this line has
been limited and vet it is not yet
clear which move is best.

D1

4 fe dé!

5 e

Or,

a)5 eI dendich ] WO HIGEHI
(8 £g5) 8. 269 BHige2 Hibd7 10
Jied, Lundvall-Harding, Wik aan
Lee 1972, and now 10 ... Wha!

with ... &c5 to follow.
bl 5 &3 spd (5 .. &cb is also
possible, but not 5 .. de? 6 b3 -
Keene) 6 h3 &h5 has yet to be
testad.

8 i Wxed+

6 Wel Wxel+

T Dxel R xda

8 dp2 LT

The text is stronger than & .
ct?! Sherman-Harding, London
1972,

After 8§ ... &icd!, Robertson
OrConnell, London 1972, continued
9 &xc6t+™ (if % ¢ Black is
certainly no worse, and the plan
based on h5 comes into
consideration — Keene) 9 ... be 10
b3 &e? 11 4b2 16 (thinking in
terms of ... 7 and .. h3-4) 12 o4
cS 13 &bcl b7 14 Il Sups 15
b5 &es! with advanmiage o
Black.

D2

4 &3 i

4 ... el may also be good, c.g.

S dd fg & &fd! (6 &f3T d51 7 e5
6 8 heg &g4 Hahne-Harding,
Hastings 1972, is good for Black)
6 ... @16 7 e5 d6 when the con-
sequences of 8 #e2!? must be
investigated.

5§ &f3 Rgd

i h3 Sxf3

7 W3 &6
Now 8 ficd or B d3 would be
better than 3 fe? de ¢ fcd &6 10
d3 @cd 11 Wi2cH12 2ed Wa7(12
... b3! is better for Black — Keene)

13 %xd4! with equality, Milner-
Barry—Keene, London 1969,

D3
4 d3 ds!
4. d65 @p? Die6 6 el Lpgd
with equality.
5 ed ef+
6 Wel ig
andif 7hgthen 7... &gdisslightly
setter for Black - Harding.
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D4
4 el

A suggestion of Basman. Minié
says the position after 4 ... d6 5
aif3 Heh 6 g2 A6 7d3 LedBc3
15 unclear,

As one might expect, the
introduction of this new line has
favoured the innovator (~4 =1 -1
for Black), but no doubt improve-
ments will be found for White,
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14. Falkbeer Counter Gambit: 1 ed &5 2 [4 dS
A3 &f3 ar
B 3 al
Bl 3 .. cHh 98
B2 3 ...ef IO
B3 3 .. ed 107
B3l 4 b3+ M/
B32 4 o4 0]
B33 4 d4 107
B34 4 &3 Jo2
B35 4 43 26 {4 . WwdS, 4 . ed [0
B351 5 &nd2 I
B352 5 W2 N7
B353 5§ de 11D

15. King's Gambit Declined: 1 ed &5 2 [4

A 2. dé 1If
B 2. &6 115
C2. &53&3d6(3 . &6, 3 ... d5 1I7Y
Cl 4 bd [17
C2 4 &cd 113
C3 4 c3 18
C4 4 &yeld 122

D 2. Whi+ 124

FE¥



The King's Cambit is one of the oldes: openings and leadsto asharp
struggle from the first moves Bobly Fischer tried to refute it in the
early 1960s and vet a few vears later he was playing it Fimself. David
Bronste n and Boris Spassky are other great players who have beer
attracted by the opening's complexities.

This provides a complete systen for the enterprising tournament
player. The material has been updated to include master praxis of the
lastdecade and s essential for all plavers who defend 1 e4with
1...e5,

Crandmaster Viktor Korchnoi, twice challenger for the World
Championship, is prcbably the most combative and uncompromising
player ever. Vladimir Zak was trainer of both Spassky and korchnoi
and s reparded as an authority on the King's Gambit
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